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INTRODUCTION 
I n  September o f  1!?79 a  new f o u r - y e a r  program t o  combat d r u n k  
d r i v i n g  was b e g u n  i n  3 a k l a n d  C o u n t y ,  M i c h i g a n .  P r i m a r y  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  Oak1  a n d  C o u n t y  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t /  
Educa t i on  P r o j e c t  1  i e s  w i t h  t h e  T r a f f i c  Improvement A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  
Oakland County ( T I A ) ,  w h i c h  i s  o v e r a l l  c o o r d i n a t o r  f o r  t h e  
P r o j e c t ,  and w i t h  t h e  O a k l a n d  C o u n t y  S h e r i f f ' s  D e p a r t m e n t .  
F i n a n c i a l  suppor t  f o r  t h e  P r o j e c t  i s  p r o v i d e d  b y  f e d e r a l  g r a n t  
funds th rough t h e  M i c h i g a n  O f f i c e  o f  Highway S a f e t y  P lann ing .  
Oakland County i s  t h e  l a r g e s t  suburban county  i n  t h e  D e t r o i t  
m e t r o p o l i t a n  area w i t h  c l o s e  t o  1,000,000 peop le  r e s i d i n g  i n  61 
p o l i t i c a l  s u b d i v i s i o n s  (26  c i t i e s ,  12 v i l l a g e s ,  and 23 townsh ips) .  
P o n t i a c  i s  t h e  coun ty  seat ,  and o t h e r  l a r g e  c o m m u n i t i e s  i n c l u d e  
t h e  c i t i e s  o f  S o u t h f i e l d ,  Roya l  Oak, F a m i n g t o n  H i l l s ,  a n d  T r o y ,  
and Waterforc! and B l o o m f i e l d  T o w n s h i p s .  T h e  p o p u l a t i o n  i s  
c o n c e n t r a t e d  toward  t h e  s o u t h e r n  and e a s t e r n  p a r t s  o f  t h e  c o u n t y  , 
and t h e r e  a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l  r u r a l  a r e a s  t o  t h e  n o r t h  a n d  w e s t .  
There  a r e  42 sepa ra te  l o c a l  p o l i c e  agencies s e r v i n g  t h e  c o u n t y .  
I n  a d d i t i o n ,  two M ich igan  S t a t e  P o l i c e  (MSP) p o s t s  a r e  l o c a t e d  i n  
t h e  county ,  a t  P o n t i a c  and N o r t h v i l l e ,  and two o t h e r  nearby p o s t s  
( B r i g h t o n  and Romeo) se rve  p a r t s  o f  t h e  county .  S i x t e e n  d i s t  r i  c t  
c o u r t s  w i t h  32 judges p r o v i d e  f i r s t - l e v e l  c o u r t  s e r v i c e s  i n  t h e  
d i f f e r e n t  p a r t s  o f  t h e  county.  
The p r i m a r y  P r o j e c t  a c t i v i t y  i s  t h e  d e p l o y m e n t  o f  s p e c i a l  
p o l i c e  p a t r o l  personne l  a t  t h e  t i m e s  and p laces  o f  l a r g e  n u m b e r s  
o f  p a s t  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  acc iden ts .  P l  a n n i  n g  f o r  t h i  s  s p e c i  a 1  
p a t r o l  e f f o r t  i s  c a r r i e d  o u t  by TIA u s i n g  i t s  c o m p u t e r i z e d  d a t a  
base o f  Oakland County acc idents .  T IA i s  a l s o  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  
c a r r y i n g  o u t  an e d u c a t i o n a l  program t o  i n f o r m  t h e  g e n e r a l  p u b 1  i c  
about  t h e  dangers o f  drunk d r i v i n g  and about  t h e  s p e c i a l  p r o g r a m  
t o  apprehend drunk d r i v e r s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  T I A  i s  i n v o l v e d  i n  m o r e  
s p e c i f i c  e d u c a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t i e s  w i t h  p e r s o n s  r e 1  e v a n t  t o  t h e  
P r o j e c t  such as p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s ,  d r i v e r  t r a i n i n g  t e a c h e r s ,  a n d  
d i s t r i c t  court judges and  prosecutors. The Sheriff ' s  Department 
provides most of the Alcohol Enforcement Team personnel a n d  has 
responsibility for  the coordination and record-keepi  n g  of t h e  
Team's operations. The Pontiac MSP post a n d  a number of l o c a l  
police departments have also provided personnel and cars  f o r  t h e  
team. While the primary purpose of the Alcohol Enforcement Team 
i s  saturation enforcement of the drunk driving laws in the t a r g e t  
areas of deployment, naturally Team personnel carry o u t  many other 
law enforcement act ivi t ies  in the i r  assigned areas of patrol. 
The overall goal of this  four-year Project i s  t o  reduce t h e  
suffering a n d  costs caused by alcohol-re1 ated accidents in Oakland 
County. Specifically, the Project aims t o  reduce the county-wi de 
rate  of alcohol-related fatal  a n d  injury accidents by 1 5  pe rcen t  
and t o  reduce the rate i n  the specified s e l e c t i v e  enforcement  
"target areas" by 30 percent. 
In addition, the Project has s p e c i f i e d  f o u r  i n t e r m e d i a t e  
goals each of which can play a r o l e  in  t h e  a t t a i n m e n t  of t h e  
primary goal, the reduction of alcohol-related accident s .  These 
are: 
(1)  To increase drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  by 30 pe rcen t  i n  t h e  
Sheriff ' s  Department, by 15 percent i n  the 4 1  l o c a l  p o l i c e  
departments i n  the county, and by 50 percent in the se l ec ted  
target areas. 
( 2 )  To implement a drunk driving selective enforcement program in 
the Sheriff ' s  Department and in a t  least  half of t h e  e l even  
police departments servi ng populations over 25,000. 
( 3 )  To significantly improve the minimum level of performance of 
judges and prosecutors in hand1 i ng drunk drivi ng cases. 
( 4 )  To significantly increase public awareness of the magnitude 
of the alcohol-related t r a f f i c  accident problem and p u b l i c  
support for f i m  drunk drivi ng enforcement measures. 
I n  o r d e r  t o  o b t a i n  an e v a l u a t i o n  o f  t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  o f  t h e  
A l c o h o l  En fo rcemen t lEduca t ion  P r o j e c t  i n  a t  t a  i n i  n g  t h e  a b o v e -  
s t a t e d  goa ls ,  t h e  M i c h i g a n  O f f i c e  o f  H i g h w a y  S a f e t y  P l a n n i n g  
c o n t r a c t e d  w i t h  t h e  Highway S a f e t y  R e s e a r c h  I n s t i t u t e  o f  t h e  
U n i v e r s i t y  o f  Michigan.  W i t h  t h e  a s s i s t a n c e  o f  T I A  a n d  t h e  
S h e r i f f ' s  Department, t h e  Highway S a f e t y  Research I n s t i t u t e  (HSRI) 
s t a f f  have been c o l l e c t i n g  s t a t i s t i c a l  d a t a  o n  a1  c o h o 1  - r e 1  a t e d  
a c c i d e n t s  and drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  i n  Oakland County. They h a v e  
a l s o  been  c o l l e c t i n g  d a t a  o n  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t  h a n d l i n g  a n d  
d i s p o s i t i o n s  of drunk d r i  v i  n g  c a s e s ,  a n d  t h e y  c a r r i e d  o u t  a  
b a s e l i n e  p u b l i c  o p i n i o n  survey among Oakland County d r i  v e r s .  I t  
i s  expected t h a t  t h i s  su rvey  : v i l  l be repeated d u r i n g  e a c h  o f  t h e  
t h r e e  rema in ing  y e a r s  o f  t h e  P r o j e c t .  
T h i s  r e p o r t  i s  t h e  f i r s t  o f  an e x p e c t e d  s e r i e s  o f  a n n u a l  
r e p o r t s  e v a l u a t i n g  t h e  A lcoho l  Enforcement /Educat ion  P r o j e c t ,  I t 
p r o v i d e s  base1 i n e  s t a t i s t i c a l  d a t a  on a1 coho l - re1  a t  e d  a c c i  d e n t s  
and drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  and covers  t h e  f i r s t  s i x  months  o f  t h e  
A l c o h o l  Enforcement Team o p e r a t i o n  ( A p r i l - S e p t e m b e r  1 9 8 0 ) .  T h e  
r e p o r t  i s  d i v i d e d  i n t o  f o u r  s e c t i o n s  c o v e r i n g  t h e  f o u r  main t y p e s  
o f  s t a t i s t i c a l  d a t a  ana lyzed:  acc iden ts ,  a r r e s t s ,  c o u r t  cases, and 
p u b l i c  op in ion .  I t  conc ludes w i t h  a  b r i e f  summary s e c t i o n ,  

1. OAKLAND COUNTY ACCIDENT D A T A ,  1974- 1979 
As mentioned in the Introduction, the pr imary goal  of t h e  
Alcohol Enforcement/Education Project i s  t o  reduce the i nci  dence 
of alcohol-related accidents in Oak1 a n d  County.  However, n o  
r esu l t s  on t h i s  primary evaluation indicator a r e  y e t  ava i  1 a b l e  
because i t  i s  more e f f i c ien t  t o  analyze a f u l l  y e a r  o f  a c c i d e n t  
d a t a  a t  one time, and the  to ta l  1980 data will n o t  be a v a i l a b l e  
from t h e  Michigan S t a t e  P o l i c e  u n t i l  t h e  s p r i n g  of 1981. 
Therefore, t h i s  section analyzes only accident d a t a  from HSR I ' s 
Michigan accident f i l e s  for  years prior  t o  t h e  s t a r t - u p  of t h e  
A1 cohol Enforcement Team. 
Table 1.1 and Figures 1.1 - 1.4 provide information on trends 
n a l l  accidents and in alcohol-related a c c i d e n t s 1  in  Oakland 
County from 1974 through 1979. The d a t a  show t h a t  there have been 
substantial increases in a l l  kinds of reported accidents over t h i s  
six-year period, although there was a small decl ine  in  r e p o r t e d  
property-damage-only accidents from 1978 t o  1979. Fatal accidents 
a lso  declined from 1978 t o  1979 b u t  were s t i l l  s l ight ly  above t h e  
six-year average. A t  l eas t  fa ta l  a c c i d e n t s  d o  n o t  seem t o  be 
increasing as rapidly as property-damage-only a n d  o t h e r  i  n j u  ry 
accidents. However, given the re la t ively  small numbers of f a t  a1 
accidents in Oakland County,  one would expec t  c o n s i d e r a b l e  
f luctuation around the average of 150.8e Overall , t h e  s i  x - y e a r  
data show an increase of 2 3  p e r c e n t  i n  p roper ty -damage-on ly  
accidents ,  a n  i n c r e a s e  of 2 5  p e r c e n t  i n  f a t a l  a n d  i n j u r y  
accidents, a n d  an increase of 2 4  percent in a l l  accidents. 
' ~ n  alcohol-related accident i s  defined as one in which t h e  i lBD 
(Had Been Drinking or using drugs) box i s  checked fo r  one or more 
of the principals in the accident. I n  most cases t h i s  involves a 
subjective judgement on the part of t h e  pol i c e  o f f i c e r ,  s i n c e  
objective t e s t  resul ts  are not  frequently cbtained. Whi 1 e t h e r e  
w i l l  be some variation in reporting p r a c t i c e  among i n d i v i d u a l  
off icers ,  the year-to-year trends observed in the to ta l  d a t a  a r e  
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F I G U R E  1 . 1  A L C O H O L - R E L A T E D  A C C I D E N T S  ( A L L  T Y P E S )  
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FIGURE 1 . 4  ALCOHOL-RELATED ACCIDENT PERCENTAGES 
ORKLRND COUNTY, 197U-1979 
RLL RCCIDENTS 
The d a t a  show even l a r g e r  i n c r e a s e s  i n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  
a c c i d e n t s  s p e c i f i c a l l y .  From 1974 th rough  1979 a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  
property-damage-only a c c i d e n t s  went up 29 percent ,  a1 coho l - re1  a t e d  
f a t a l  and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  went up 43 p e r c e n t ,  a n d  t h e  o v e r a l l  
i n c r e a s e  f o r  a l l  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  was 3 5  p e r c e n t .  
A l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  i nc reased  eve ry  y e a r  except  f o r  a  s l  i g h t  
d rop i n  b o t h  property-damage and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  f r o m  1 9 7 6  t o  
1977. D u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d ,  t h e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  a 1  1  
property-damage-only a c c i d e n t s  went from 11.5 t o  12.0, a  9 pe rcen t  
increase,  and t h e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  p e r c e n t a g e  o f  a l l  f a t a l  a n d  
i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  went f rom 19.8 t o  22.6, a  14 p e r c e n t  i n c r e a s e .  
I n  each y e a r  t h e  more s e r i o u s  t h e  a c c i d e n t ,  t h e  m o r e  l i k e l y  
a l c o h o l  was t o  be i n v o l v e d ,  and f o r  t h e  s i x  y e a r s  e x a c t l y  5 0  
percent  of t h e  f a t a l  a c c i d e n t s  were a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d .  
The s t a t e d  goal o f  t h e  A l c o h o l  Enforcement lEducat ion  P r o j e c t  
i s  t o  " reduce t h e  county -w ide r a t e  o f  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  f a t a l  a n d  
i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  b y  1 5  p e r c e n t . "  T h e  b a s e l i n e  p e r i o d  f o r  
comparison w i t h  t h e  o p e r a t i o n a l  p e r i o d  i s  no t  s p e c i  f i ed,  b u t  i n  
v iew o f  t h e  t r e n d  of i n c r e a s i n g  a l c o h o l  i n v o l v e m e n t  i n  O a k l a n d  
County acc iden ts ,  i t  seems reasonab le  t o  use t h e  two y e a r s  p r i o r  
t o  P r o j e c t  o p e r a t i o n  as t h e  b a s e l i n e  pe r iod .  F o r  1 9 7 8  a n d  1 9 7 9  
combined, t h e  r a t e  o f  a l c o h o l  i n v o l v e m e n t  i n  f a t a l  a n d  i n j u r y  
a c c i d e n t s  was 22.32 p e r c e n t ,  a n d  t h u s  t h e  b a s i c  g o a l  o f  t h e  
P r o j e c t  i s  t o  reduce t h i s  r a t e  t o  l e s s  t h a n  18.97 p e r c e n t  d u r i n g  
t h e  P r o j e c t  pe r i od .  If t h e  property-damage-only a1 coho1 - r e 1  a t  e d  
a c c i d e n t  r a t e  i s  a l s o  t o  be reduced 15 percent ,  t h i s  would mean a  
change f rom 11.92 pe rcen t  t o  10.13 percent .  
Tab le  1.1 and F i g u r e s  1.1 and 1.2 a l s o  show how a c c i d e n t  
r a t e s  vary  by q u a r t e r  w i t h i n  each c a l e n d a r  yea r .  I n  each  o f  t h e  
s i x  years ,  t h e  numbers of f a t a l  and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  were h i g h e s t  
d u r i n g  t h e  f a l l  q u a r t e r ,  and, except  i n  1979 ,  t h e  n u m b e r s  w e r e  
l o w e s t  d u r i n g  t h e  w i n t e r  q u a r t e r  ( F i g u r e  1 . 2 ) .  H o w e v e r ,  f o r  
property-damage-only acc iden ts ,  t h e  f a 1 1  q u a r t e r  was h i g h e s t  
1974-1977, w h i l e  t h e  w i n t e r  q u a r t e r  was a  h i g h  s e c o n d  i n  t h o s e  
years, and i n  1978 and 1979 t h e  w i n t e r  qua r te r  surpassed t h e  f a1  1  
quar ter .  F o r  both types o f  acc idents  d u r i n g  a1  1  s i x  y e a r s  t h e  
a l coho l - r e l a ted  percentage was 1  owest i n t h e  w i n t e r  quar te r .  F o r  
f i v e  of t h e  s i x  years t h e  a l coho l - r e l a ted  percentage o f  f a t a l  and  
i n j u r y  acc idents  was h ighes t  i n  t h e  f a l l  qua r te r  a n d  t h e  summer 
qua r te r  was second, b u t  f o r  proper ty-damage-only  a c c i d e n t s  t h e  
a l coho l - r e l a ted  percentage was h ighes t  i n  t h e  summer q u a r t e r  f o r  
f i v e  o f  t h e  s i x  years, and t h e  s p r i n g  qua r te r  was a l s o  a b o v e  t h e  
w i n t e r  qua r te r  du r i ng  t h r e e  years. 
Table 1.2 p r e s e n t s  d a t a  on  a l l  r e p o r t e d  a c c i d e n t s  and  
a l coho l - r e l a ted  acc iden ts  f o r  60 c i v i l  d i v i s i ons ,  a l l  o f  Oak1 a n d  
County, and a l l  S h e r i f f ' s  Department p a t r o l  areas combined i n  1978 
and 1979. F igu re  1.5 shows t h e  1979 numbers o f  a1 c o h o l  - r e 1  a t e d  
property-damage and f a t a l  and i n j u r y  acc idents  f o r  14 l a r g e  p o l i c e  
j u r i s d i c t i o n s ,  t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department p a t r o l  areas, and t h e  r e s t  
o f  Oakland County. These da ta  demonstrate t h a t  among a1 c o h o l  - 
r e l a t e d  accidents,  t h e  number o f  f a t a l  and i n j u r y  a c c i d e n t s  make 
up almost h a l f  o f  t h e  t o t a l ,  w h i l e  f a t a l  and i n j u r y  acc iden ts  a r e  
on ly  about 30 percent  o f  a l l  non-a lcoho l - re la ted  accidents. Table 
1.2 a l s o  shows c o n s i d e r a b l e  v a r i a t i o n  among v a r i o u s  c i v i  1 
d i v i s i o n s  i n  t h e i r  percentages o f  a l coho l - r e l a ted  a c c i d e n t s  . I n 
general t h e  m o r e  r u r a l  a r e a s  h a v e  h i g h e r  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  
percentages than  t h e  urban areas. Oak Park, Lathrup V i l l age ,  and  
Birmingham have p a r t i c u l a r l y  low a l c o h o l  - r e l a t e d  r a t e s ,  w h i  1  e  
Addison, Groveland, H o l l y ,  and S p r i n g f i e l d  T o w n s h i p s  h a v e  t h e  
h ighes t  a l coho l - r e l a ted  rates.  
1.1 Time C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  A1 cohol -Re1 ated Accidents 
Table 1.3 and F igures  1.6 and 1.7 p r e s e n t  d a t a  on  O a k l a n d  
County acc idents  by hour  o f  t he  day f o r  1 9 7 7 - 1 9 7 9 .  W h i l e  a11  
property-damage and i n j u r y  acc iden ts  peak i n  t h e  l a t e  a f t e r n o o n ,  
a l coho l - r e l a ted  acc idents  inc rease  gradual l y  throughout  t h e  day t o  
a  peak i n  t he  2-3 a.m. per iod. A t  t h i s  t i m e  72 p e r c e n t  o f  t h e  
TABLE 1 .2  
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TABLE 1.2 (Cont inued)  
I 
O x f o r d  1978 2 7 28.4 245 18.4 
Township 1 9 7 9  1 22 2 6 . 8  2 5 1  1 :: 1 18.3 
C i v i  1 
D i v i s i o n  
M i l  f o r d  
Township 
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Towns h i  p 
O r i o n  
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TABLE 1.2 (Cont inued)  
N o r t h v i l  Se 1978 32 7 21.9 
C i i y ( O . C . P a r t )  1 9 7 9 1  26 3 1 1 . 5  
C i v i l  
D i v i s i o n  
South Lyon 








Nov i  Ci t y  
Rochester 
B e r k l  ey  
Hazel Park 
B i  rrningham 
i 15.4 
Ferndal  e 
78 
66 
Wol v e r i  ne 
Lake 








-- - - - 
Madison 1 9 7 8  5 0 2 - r  97 19.3 
He igh ts  1979 i 551 124 1 22.5 
F a t a l  & I n j u r y  Acc iden t  A l l  Acc iden ts  














A1 co h o l  
Re1 a t e d  
Percen t  
16.7 
13.6 
A l l  
36 
22 
1 A1 coho1 









Re la ted  
6 
3 
A l c o h o l  
Re la ted  
















































TABLE 1 .2  (Cont inued)  
I I / ~ a t a l  & I n j u r y  Accidents!  All Accidents  
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f a t a l  and injury accidents and 54 percent of the  property-damage- 
only accidents are judged t o  be a1 cohol-related. For t h e  w hol e  
period from 10 p.m. t o  5 a.m. almost half of  a1 1 a c c i d e n t s  a r e  
alcohol-related,  and substantial  p r o p o r t i o n s  of  e a r l y  e v e n i n g  
accidents a re  a l so  alcohol-related. After 3 a .m.  t h e  a l c o h o l -  
related proportion remains high t i l l  6 a.m., b u t  t h e  numbers of  
accidents drop off sharply so the  actual number of a1 cohol-related 
accidents in the  3-4 a.m. period i s  about the  same as i n  t h e  7-8 
p.m. period. 
Table 1.4 and Figures 1.8 - 1.10 present s imilar  data by day 
of the  week in four-hour time p e r i o d s .  F r i d a y  s t a n d s  o u t  a s  
c lear ly  the  most dangerous day of the week fo r  a1 1 accidents w i t h  
a l a t e  afternoon peak much higher t h a n  on t h e  o t h e r  weekdays ,  
while Sunday has fewer accidents t h a n  any other day. However, f o r  
alcohol-related accidents ,  Saturday i s  c lear ly  f i r s t  wi t h F r i d a y  
and Sunday a b o u t  t i ed  f o r  second. A 1  most t h r e e - f i f t h s  of t h e  
alcohol-related accidents take place on these three  days, and one- 
quarter  of a11 alcohol-related acc iden t s  t a k e  p l a c e  from 12-4  
a.m. on these three  days. The early Saturday morni n g  and e a r l y  
Sunday morning peaks in a 1  coho1 - r e 1  a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  show very  
c lear ly  in  Figures 1.8 and 1.9, and Thursday  and F r i d a y  e a r l y  
mornings a lso  have more alcohol-related a c c i d e n t s  t h a n  Monday, 
Tuesday, and Wednesday mornings. All t o l d ,  jus t  about half of the 
alcohol-related accidents take place between 8 p.m. and  4 a.m. on 
Wednesday, Thursday, Friday, and Saturday nights. 
1.2 Road Type and Accident Type 
Table 1.5 and  Figure 1.11 demonstrate t h a t  the vast m a j o r i t y  
of accidents of a1 1 types take place on local roads ra ther  t h a n  on 
freeways and other  trunkl i  nes. However, accidents on freeways are 
s l igh t ly  more l ike ly  t o  be alcohol-related t h a n  accidents on other 
roads. A b o u t  one-quarter of a l l  Oakland County a c c i d e n t s  t a k e  
place on non-freeway trunkl i nes, and these accidents are s l  i g h  t l y  
less  l ike ly  t o  be alcohol related than accidents on other roads. 
TABLE 1.3 
Oakland County A1 coho1 -Related Accidents by Time o f  Day, 
1977-1 979 Combined Data 
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FIGURE 1.6 RLCOHOL-RELRTED ACCIOENTS BY HOUR OF DRY 
FOR RLL OAKLANO COUNTY RCCIOENTS, 1977-1979 
C 





5-6 7-8 9-10 11-12 1-2 3-9 5-6 7-8 9-10 11-12 1-2 3-4 5-8 
8-7 I - 8  10-11 12-1 2-3 U-5 8-7 8-9 10-31 12-1 2-3 4-5 
HOUR OF ORY BEGINNING R T  5-6 AH (1 HOUR'S ACCIDENTS PER POINT1 
- ALL RCCIOENTS 





, P B ~ O I P O P ~ Q  I I 1 1 1 1 1  
FIGURE 1 . 7  ALCOHOL-RELRTED ACCIDENTS BY HOUR OF D R Y  
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TABLE 1.4 
Oakland County A lcohol -Related Accidents by Day o f  Week and 
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Table 1 . 4  (con t inued)  
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4- 8am. 1 345 
8-12am. ' 718 
12-4pm. 1 1303 
4-8pm. i 1181 
8- 1 2pm. 1023 
Total  I 6129 
I 
I A1 cohol 
I 
A1 cohol 
! A1 coho1 - j Re1 a t e d  ,":::::: A11 Related Percent  
Sunday 1 
1 2-4am. , 1262 1 876 
4-Sam. I 248 1 137 
8-12am. 361 21 
12-4pm. 983 66 
4-8pm. 988 184 
8-12pm. 690 273 
Total  4538 1 1559 
- - 
Grand Total  39,189 8539 21.8  120,956 18,192 15.0 
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Road Type 
Freeway 1 2356 1 680 
TABLE 1.5 
Oakland County A1 cohol -Related Acc idents  by Road Type and 
by General Acc ident  Type, 1977-1979 Combined Data 
Other 1 i n e  irunk- 110,066 1 2114 
F a t a l  and I n j u r y  Acc idents  
Loca l  Road 126,737 1 5745 
A1 1 Accidents 
To ta l  139,159 1 8539 21.8 1120,956 1 18,192 1 15.0 
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Looking a t  accident type, more than t h r e e - q u a r t e r s  of a1 1 
Oakland County accidents involve two o r  more motor vehicles, while 
1.2 percent are  pedestrian accidents, 1.1 percent a r e  bi c y c l  i  s t  
accidents, and 22.1 percent are  other single-vehi c l  e a c c i  d e n t s .  
However, these other s i  ngle-vehicl e accidents are  much more 1 ikely 
t o  be alcohol-related than the  other a c c i d e n t  t y p e s ,  and t h e y  
i nclude about three-sevenths of a1 1 alcohol-related accidents. A 
re la t ively  small percentage of pedestrian accidents a re  a ?  coho1 - 
related,  b u t  b icyc l i s t  accidents are  even much l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  be 
a1 cohol-related. 
2. OAKLAND COUNTY DUI ARREST DATA 
A ma jo r  i n t e r m e d i a t e  g o a l  o f  t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t /  
Educa t i on  P r o j e c t  i s  t o  i n c r e a s e  d r u n k  d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  b y  3 0  
pe rcen t  i n  t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department and by 15 percent  i n  t h e  l o c a l  
p o l i c e  departments o f  Oakland County. T h i s  s e c t i o n  w i  1 1  l ook a t  
county -w ide l ong - te rm t r e n d s  i n  DUI a r r e s t s ,  r e c e n t  changes i n  DUI 
a r r e s t  r a t e s  w i t h  t h e  s t a r t - u p  o f  t h e  41cohol E n f o r c e m e n t  Team, 
and c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  t h e  A l c o h o l  Enforcement Team a r r e s  t s  a n d  
ar res tees .  
2.1 Long-term Trends, 1971-1979 
Tab les  2.1 and 2.2 and F i g u r e s  2.1 and 2.2 compare changes i n  
drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  f o r  Oakland County and f o r  a l l  o f  M i  c h i  g a n  
f rom 1971 t o  1980 u s i n g  t h r e e  sources. The f i r s t  i s  t h e  a n n u a l  
M ich igan  U n i f o r m  Cr ime Repor t  f o r  wh ich  a l l  p o l i c e  departments a r e  
supposed t o  p r o v i d e  s t a t i s t i c s  o n  t h e i r  a r r e s t  a c t i v i t i e s  b y  
o f f e n s e  ca tegory .  The second i s  t h e  c o m p i l a t i o n  o f  t h e  c a r b o n  
cop ies  o f  t h e  b r e a t h  t e s t  r e p o r t  form which  e a c h  p o l  i c e  a g e n c y  
c o n d u c t i n g  a b r e a t h  t e s t  i s  supposed t o  s u b m i t  t o  t h e  T r a f f i c  
S e r v i c e s  D i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  Y i c h i g a n  S t a t e  P o l i c e .  The t h i r d  i s  t h e  
O f f i c e r ' s  Sworn Statement o f  Re fusa l  t o  Submit  t o  a  Chemical Tes t ,  
wh ich  i s  s u b m i t t e d  t o  t h e  b l i ch igan Department o f  S t a t e  when a  D U I  
a r r e s t e e  r e f u s e s  t o  p r o v i d e  a  b r e a t h  sample. T h e o r e t i c a l l y ,  t h e  
UCR shou ld  agree w i t h  t h e  sum o f  t h e  b r e a t h  t e s t  r e p o r t  f o r m  
t o t a l s  and t h e  r e f u s a l  f o r m  t o t a l s ,  b u t  o b v i o u s l y  t h e r e  i s  
c o n s i d e r a b l e  room f o r  u n d e r - r e p o r t  i n g ,  m i  s - r e p o r t  i ng ,  m i  s -  
coun t i ng ,  e t ~ .  i n  t a l l y i n g  t h e s e  s t a t e - w i d e  a n d  c o u n t y - w i d e  
t o t a l s ,  and i t  i s  no t  t o o  s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  t h e y  d o  n o t  m a t c h  
e x a c t l y .  Wh i l e  a lmost  a l l  p o l i c e  departments have compl i e d  w i t h  
t h e  requ i rement  o f  s u b m i t t i n g  an annual UCR r e p o r t ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  
way t o  know t h e  accuracy o f  t hese  a r r e s t  d a t a  f o r  e a c h  o f f e n s e  
category for  each p o l  i c e  depar tment .  C o m p l  i ance with t h e  
requirement of submitting the carbon copy of t h e  b r e a t h  t e s t  
report form t o  the MSP Traffic Services Division i s  known not t o  
be complete, b u t  of course i t  i s  d i f f icu l t  t o  estimate the degree 
of completeness except by comparing wi th  t h e  U C R .  For 1 9 7 2  
through 1978, the U C R  t o t a l s  for Michigan were g r e a t e r  than  t h e  
sum of the breath t e s t  report form and refusal report form to ta ls ,  
b u t  in 1979 the l a t t e r  figure was greater t h a n  t h e  U C R  f i g u r e .  
Assuming that  the Traffic Services Division and the Department of 
State are able t o  count the i r  received forms f a i r l y  a c c u r a t e l y ,  
one would expect the i r  sum t o  represent a minimum estimate of t h e  
t rue number of DUI arrests.  So  i t  appea r s  t h a t  t h e  1979 U C R  
significantly underreported DUI arrests.  
However, both trend 1 i n e s  a g r e e  i n  showing s u b s t a n t i a l  
increases state-wide in drunk driving arrests  since 1977. I n  1980 
a new procedure was insti tuted for  gathering the breath t e s t  d a t a  
by having a copy of a revised breathalyzer t e s t  log submit ted t o  
the Traffic Services Division. Based on the f i r s t  eight months of 
t a l l i e s ,  one can project a 20 percent further increase i n  reported 
1980 D U I  arrests  from 1979. Tab1 e 2.1 a n d  F i g u r e  2.1 show a 
gradual increase through t h e  1970s i n  t h e  pe rcen tage  of DUI 
arrestees w h o  refused t o  t a k e  a b r e a t h  t e s t .  Whether t h a t  
percentage has really dec l ined  i n  1980 o r  t h e  d e c l i n e  i s  a n  
2 For example, in reviewing the UCR microfilm records for  1978, i t  
was discovered t h a t  Huntington Woods showed 80 D U I  a r res t s ,  5 1 of 
which were for persons under 17 years o l d .  Obviously an error had 
occurred somewhere in the repor t ing  o r  t r a n s c r i b i n g  p r o c e s s .  
Also, many police departments showed quite different numbers f o r  
DUI offenses on two different report forms, Return A and Return B ,  
and  also on Return C ,  which l i s t s  the number o f  persons  charged 
with DUI. A typical example i s  the Sheriff ' s  Department which i n 
1977 showed 278 DUI ar res t s  on Return A ,  296 on Return B, and  283 
on Return C .  For most police agencies the Return B f i g u r e s  were 
the largest of the three numbers, and  they were the ones used f o r  
th is  report. 
TABLE 2.1 
Trends in Drunk Dri vi ng Arrests for Michigan , 1971 - 1980 
a ~ h e s e  data are from Return B of the Michigan Uniform Crime 
Report which each police agency i s  required t o  submit t o  the Michigan 
State Police annually. Return B c lass i f ies  total  police act ivi ty  by 
type of offense. The data shown here are for  the DUI offenses, 
Driving Under the Influence of Liquor and Driving Under the Influence 
of Narcotics. They were copied from the annual Michigan Uniform Crime 
Report for  the years 1971 t o  1979. 
b ~ a c h  police agency conducting a breath t e s t  on a D U I  arrestee 
i s  supposed t o  submit a carbon copy of the breath t e s t  report form to 
the Traffic Services Division of the Michigan State Police. These 
forms are hand t a l l i ed ,  and the resulting data are distributed 
monthly for  most reporting police agencies by county. Statewide and 
county to t a l s  are a1 so cumul ated month-by-month through December of 
each year, and those are the numbers shown here. 
C When a DUI arrestee refuses t o  submit to a breath t e s t ,  the 
pol ice of f icer  completes the Officer 's  Sworn Report of Refusal t o  
Submit  t o  Chemical Test. This form i s  submitted t o  the Department of 
State so that  action can be taken t o  suspend the arrestee 's  dr iver 's  
license. The Department of State hand t a l l i e s  these forms monthly 
and the statewide to ta l s  are distributed along with the breath t e s t  
to ta l s  by the Michigan State Police, Traffic Services Division. The 















d ~ h e  figures on th i s  l ine  are fo r  eight months of 1980. 
1980 (8) 34,864 26,927 7,937 22.8 











e ~ h e  figures on th is  l ine represent a straight-l ine projection 
of the eight months of available data t o  cover a l l  of 1980. 
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F I G U R E  2 . 2  TRENDS I N  DRUNK D R I V I N G  RRRESTS,  
ORKLRNO COUNTY,  1971-1980 
ARRESTS - BRERTH TESTS R N O  
REF USRLS 
**+- ORKLRNO Y O f  
HICHIGRY 
a r t i f a c t  o f  a  more accura te  coun t i ng  of a r res tees  who p r o v i d e d  a  
breath '  sample can not  be ascer ta ined  a t  t h i s  time. 
Table 2.2 and F i g u r e  2.2 show t h a t  Oakland County DUI a r r e s t  
t rends  i n  t h e  1970s were roughly  s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  s ta te-wide trends. 
Un fo r t una te l y ,  t h e  monthly Department o f  S t a t e  r e f u s a l  counts a r e  
not  a v a i l a b l e  by p o l i c e  department o r  by county, so t h e  r e f u s a l s  
f o r  Oakland County each y e a r  have been est imated us ing  t h e  s t a t e -  
wide r e f u s a l  percentage f o r  t h a t  year. The two se t s  o f  D U I  a r r e s t  
f i g u r e s  show q u i t e  a  c l ose  correspondence f o r  1972-1975, b u t  s i nce  
t hen  t h e  UCR f i g u r e s  have been somewhat  h i g h e r  a n d  w e r e  much 
h ighe r  i n  1979-- in c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  s ta te -w ide  f igu res .  
Both se ts  o f  da ta  agree i n  showing some d e c l i n e  i n  O a k l a n d  
County DUI a r r e s t s  i n  1976 and 1977 and t h e n  even s h a r p e r - t h a n -  
s ta te-wide increases s ince  then. Based on t h e  f i r s t  e i g h t  m o n t h s  
o f  1980, i t  appears t h a t  t h e  number o f  D U I  a r r e s t s  w i l l  b e  o v e r  
6000 f o r  a1 1  o f  1980. S ince  1972 t h e  Oakland County percentage o f  
a l l  Mich igan DUI a r r e s t s  has been l a r g e r  t han  t h e  Oakland C o u n t y  
percentage o f  t h e  Mich igan popu la t ion ,  and t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  became 
even g rea te r  i n  1978 and 1979. 
Table 2.3 and F igures  2.3 and 2.4 go on t o  show 1971-1979 UCR 
t rends i n  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  i n  Oakland County f o r  t h e  Michigan 
S t a t e  Po l i ce ,  t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department, and 17 o f  t h e  l a r g e r  l o c a l  
p o l i c e  departments. The da ta  show very s u b s t a n t i a l  v a r i a t i o n s  
f rom y e a r  t o  yea r  i n  t h e  repo r ted  numbers o f  DU I  a r r e s t s  among 
some o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  p o l i c e  agencies. Many o f  t he  l a r g e  p o l  i c e  
agencies such as Sou th f i e l d ,  Pont iac,  and F a r m i  n g t o n  H i  1 1 s  h a d  
much l a r g e r  numbers o f  DUI a r r e s t s  i n  t h e  e a r l y  and mid-1970s than 
i n  more recent  years,  w h i l e  o thers  such as Troy and Water ford show 
a  more gradual i n c r e a s i n g  t r e n d  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  decade.  The  
sharpest increases i n  r ecen t  years  a r e  f o u n d  f o r  t h e  M i c h i g a n  
S t a t e  P o l i c e  and t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department, and they account f o r  a  
l a r g e  share o f  t h e  13.6 percent  increase i n  O a k l a n d  C o u n t y  D U I  
a r r e s t s  f rom 1978 t o  1979. The on ly  o t h e r  agencies whose l a r g e s t  
number of arrests  for  the decade were in 1979 are Royal Oak and 
Waterford. If  a l l  19 agencies had made the i r  l a r g e s t  number of 
DUI arrests  in the same y e a r ,  t h a t  y e a r ' s  t o t a l  f o r  t h e  19 
agencies would be 5574, compared t o  the actual 1979 total  of 4544. 
Table 2.3 also demonstrates some very large differences among 
police departments in the extent of drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  each 
year. Perhaps most striking i s  the contrast between t h e  average  
of 340 DUI arrests per year by the small city of Hazel Park a n d  
the 75 DUI arrests  per year by the larger city of Royal Oak. 
2.2 1978-1980 Trends 
I n  Table 2.4 UCR and breath t e s t  reports data f o r  1978 and 
1979 are  presented for  46 Oakland County pol i ce agenci es  a1 ong 
with data for  1979 and nine months of 1980 from a new source .  
CLEMIS, the County-wide Law Enforcement Management I nf ormat i o n  
System operated by the Oakland County government, obtains monthly 
ac t iv i t ies  reports fo r  most of the police agencies in the C o u n t y ,  
and a l l  b u t  one of these police agencies were w i l l i n g  t o  have 
these data released t o  the Traffic Improvement Association and t o  
H S R I  . Non-part i ci pat i ng agencies were contacted di rect ly by H  SR I 
s taff  t o  obtain comparable monthly data. 
In general, the U C R  and CLEMIS figures are quite s i  mi 1 a r  f o r  
1979, and the CLEMIS county total comes o u t  just 151 l a r g e r  t h a n  
the UCR county total .  Much of the discrepancy i s  in the MSP data, 
perhaps because i t  was necessary t o  estimate the portions of t h e  
Northville and Brighton posts'  DUI arrests  which t o o k  p l ace  in  
Oakland County. Unfortunately, the U C R  data are not  available by 
individual post within Oakland County, so a direct comparison f o r  
each post i s  not possible. Other agencies w i t h  particularly large 
differences between the two r e p o r t e d  DUI a r r e s t  f i g u r e s  a r e  
Clawson, Franklin, Holly, Milford, and Novi. Most of t h e  l a r g e  
departments are quite close, b u t  only nine agencies have identical 
figures in the two sources. 
TABLE 2.3  
Trends i n  Drunk Driving A r r e s t s  Reported t o  t h e  MSP Uniform Crime 
Reporting Sec t ion  f o r  19 Oakland County P o l i c e  Agencies, 1971 - 1 9 7 9 ~  
*Data may no t  be complete. 
a ~ h e  d a t a  f o r  1971-1976 a r e  taken from t h e  annual Michigan 
Uniform Crime Report publ ished by t h e  Department o f  S t a t e  P o l i c e .  In 
1976, da ta  were publ ished f o r  on ly  t h e  nine l a r g e s t  Oakland County 
pol i c e  departments.  The 1977-1979 d a t a  were copied from t h e  micro- 
f i l m  records  in  the Uniform Crime Reporting Sec t ion  o f f i c e  in Lansing. 
County / 1971 1972 / 1973 1974 11975 1976 ' 1977 1 1978 / 1979 
Bi rmingham 57 ' 78 
250 / 284 
0 * ' 1 0 7  
112 1 0 0  
I 
29 ; 60 69 
Farmington H i l l s  , 1 5 1  2 5 ;  23 1 1 9 1  1 3 8 1  411 841 7 6 !  120 
Bloomfield Twp. 264 / 248 
Clawson 1541 158 142 I 1 3 6  166 Farmington 
- 
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121 1 77 
249 1 299 
289 281 
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Pont iac  261 
Royal Oak 1 64 
Southf ie1 d 
Troy 
Waterford Twp. 
W .  Bloomfield Twp. 






All MSP ! - - 1 345 
I 
F I G U R E  2.3 T R E N D S  IN D R U N K  D R I V I N G  A R R E S T S ,  
SEVEN LRRGE ORKLRNO COUNTY P O L I C E  AGENCIES ,  1 9 7 1 - 1 9 7 9  
1 0 0 0  - M I C H .  S T A T E  P O L I C E  - P O N T  I R C  C I T Y  
001 R O Y R L  OAK C I T Y  
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F I G U R E  2.U T R E N D S  IN D R U N K  D R I V I N G  A R R E S T S ,  
SEVEN MORE ORKLRNO COUNTY P O L I C E  R G E N C I E S ,  1 9 7 1 - 1 9 7 9  
6 0  0 
0  
197 1 1972 1971 1974 1975 1976 1977 1978 1979 
Y ERR 
TABLE 2 - 4  
Oakland County Drunk D r i v i n g  A r res t s  by Pol i c e  Agency, 
Comparing Three Sources, 1978-1 980 
1980 




I Uniform i Breath 
Berk ley  
Bever ly  H i  11 s 
B i  mi ngham 
B loomf i e l d  H i l l s  
B loomf ie l  d Twp. 
C l  awson 
Farmi ngton 
Farmi ngton H i  11 s 
Ferndale 
Frank1 i n  
Hazel Park 
H o l l y  V i l l a g e  
Hunt ington Woods 
Independence Twp . 
Keego Harbor 
Kensi ngton Park 
Lake Or ion  
Lathrup V i  1 1 age 
Madison Heights  





Pleasant  Ridge 
Pont iac  City 
Pont iac Twp. 
Rochester 
Royal Oak C i t y  





Water ford Twp. 
W.Bloomfie1d Twp. 
White Lake Twp. 
W i xom 
Wol ve r i ne  Lake 
Oakland Univ.  
- - 
See Footnotes a t  end o f  Table. 
/ Crime ~ e ~ o r t ~  


























































98 1 102 338 1 364 
88 130 
2 3  11 
31 1 299 
6 9 111 
258 283 
281 221 





T A B L E  2 . 4  (Continued) 
Pol ice Agency 










Uniform 1 Crime ~ e p o r t '  I T e s ~ ~ ~ ; : a o r t s ~  CLEMIS ~ e p o r t s ~  
FOOTNOTES TO TABLE 2.4 
*Miss ing Data. 
a ~ s  i n  Tables 2.1-2.3, these data a r e  f rom Return B o f  t he  
Michigan Uniform Crime Report  which each p o l i c e  agency i s  r e q u i r e d  t o  
submit  t o  the  Michigan S ta te  Pol i c e  annual ly .  
b ~ s  noted i n  Footnote b t o  Table 2.1, each p o l i c e  agency conduct- 
i n g  a b rea th  t e s t  on a DUI a r r e s t e e  i s  supposed t o  submit  a  carbon 
copy o f  t h e  b rea th  t e s t  r e p o r t  form t o  the  T r a f f i c  Serv ices D i v i s i o n  
of t he  Michigan S ta te  Po l i ce .  I n  c o n t r a s t  t o  t h e  h a n d - t a l l i e d  da ta  
repo r ted  i n  Tables 2.1 and 2.2, these 1978 and 1979 da ta  were 
keypunched by the Highway Safe ty  Research I n s t i t u t e  under a  separate 
c o n t r a c t  w i t h  t he  Michigan O f f i ce  of Highway Safe ty  Planning. The 
data repo r ted  here were based on a l l  DUI cases coded 63 on t he  County 
va r i ab le ,  t h e  code f o r  Oakland County. I n  the s ta tew ide  data,  t h e  
county  was n o t  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  5.6 percen t  o f  t he  1978 cases and i n  6.1 
percen t  o f  t h e  1979 cases, b u t  t he re  i s  no way t o  know what p o r t i o n s  
of these cases r e a l l y  belonged i n  t h e  Oakland County ana l ys i s .  A lso  
i t  should be noted t h a t  an unknown number o f  forms were l o s t  before 
keypunching, and some o f  these may have belonged t o  Oakland County. 
However, i n  s p i t e  o f  t h i s  l oss ,  the  Oakland County t o t a l s  shown here 
a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  l a r g e r  than bo th  t he  1978 and 1979 t o t a l s  taken from 
the  monthly hand t a l l i e s  o f  the  T r a f f i c  Serv ices Sec t ion  (3178 i n  1978 
and 3332 i n  1979). It should be noted t h a t  p o l i c e  agency i s  m iss ing  
f o r  500 Oakland County cases i n  1978 and 86 cases i n  1979, and these 
m iss ing  cases seem t o  be e s p e c i a l l y  from the  MSP pos ts .  
%or  32 l o c a l  po l  i c e  departments and the  S h e r i f f ' s  Department, 
the  data repor ted  here were ob ta ined  from the  County-wide Law Enforce- 
ment Management In fo rmat ion  System (CLEMIS). F o r t h e  t en  l o c a l  p o l i c e  
agencies which do n o t  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  CLEMIS, a r r e s t  da ta  were ob ta ined  
d i r e c t l y  from 5 agencies and data a re  s t i l l  m iss ing  from 5 agencies: 
Farm.Hi l ls ,  Pleas.Ridge, Kensington Park, Oakland U.,  & Ind .  Twp. O f  
these f i v e ,  o n l y  Farmington H i l l s  i s  expected t o  have a s i g n i f i c a n t  
number o f  DUI a r r e s t s .  Data were a l s o  ob ta ined  d i r e c t l y  f rom t h e  f o u r  
s t a t e  po l  i c e  pos ts  se rv i ng  Oakland County. Un fo r tuna te ly ,  the  
B r i gh ton  and N o r t h v i l l e  posts  cou ld  n o t  p rov ide  exact  data f o r  Oakland 
County. The data shown are  rough est imates based on t h e  t o t a l  number 
of DUI a r r e s t s  f o r  t he  pos t  each month m u l t i p l i e d  by an es t imate  o f  
t he  percentage o f  p a t r o l  a c t i v i t y  i n  Oakland County t h a t  month, These 
es t imates  v a r i e d  from 1 percen t  t o  11 percent  ( w i t h  a  mean o f  4.4 
percen t )  f o r  Br igh ton ,  w h i l e  t h e  N o r t h v i l l e  es t ima te  was 50 percen t  
f o r  1979 and JanuaryIFebruary 1980 and 30 percen t  s ince  then. 
do ther  po l  i c e  agencies i nc l ude  Camp Dearborn i n  1977 and 1978 
and the  Oakland County Safety D i v i s i o n  i n  1979. 
As would be expected, in every agency the breath t e s t  r e p o r t  
counts f o r  1979 a r e  substant ia l ly  smaller than the CLEMIS a r r e s t  
figures. And in many agencies the differences are so 1 a r g e  t h a t  
one could not reasonably assume that  the  di f ference r e p r e s e n t e d  
the  persons w h o  refused the  breath t e s t .  Among the  agencies which 
appear t o  have been most incomplete i n  t h e i r  submis s ion  of t h e  
breath t e s t  report forms are  the Michigan S ta te  Pol i c e ,  Beve r ly  
Hi l ls ,  Ferndale, Keego Harbor, Pontiac Ci ty ,  P o n t i a c  Township,  
Rochester, and Waterford Townsh ip- -a l though  t h e r e  i s  a1 s o  a 
problem of unidentified pol i ce agency and even unidentified county 
on some of the breath t e s t  report forms received by t h e  T r a f f i c  
Services Division. 
Figure 2.5 demonstrates graphica 1 l y  t h a t  t h e  b r e a t h  t e s t  
report t o t a l s  increased only s l igh t ly  from 1978 t o  1979 while t h e  
UCR t o t a l s  increased substantial ly.  The 1980 CLEMIS e s t i m a t e  
based o n  nine months of data i s  f o r  almost 6500 DUI a r r e s t s  i n  
Oakland County in 1980, I t  will be in teres t ing t o  see how closely 
the  1980 U C R ,  breath t e s t  logs, and refusal repor t  c o u n t s  a g r e e  
with 1980 CLEMIS figures. 
In addition t o  data on a r r e s t s  and other police a c t i v i t i e s ,  
most Oakland County police agencies report police man-hours d a t a  
t o  CLEMIS. Table 2,5 and Figures 2.6 and 2.7 show CLEMIS data  i n  
DUI a r r e s t s  by quarter  f o r  1979 and nine months of 1980 ,  a1 ong 
with DUI a r r e s t  rates per 1000 hours of to ta l  pol i ce  du ty  t ime .  
These rates are not  as meaningful a s  r a t e s  based d i r e c t l y  o n  
police patrol hours would be, b u t ,  unfortunately, patrol hours a s  
such are no t  available in the CLEMIS data. Neve r the l e s s ,  i t  i s  
f e l t  tha t  these ra tes  are  suggestive of the d i f f e r e n t  1 e v e l s  of 
e f fo r t  devoted t o  drunk driving enforcement in the  l a r g e r  pol i c e  
departments of Oakland County. Given the d i f f e r ences  i n a r r e s t  
t o t a l s  seen e a r l i e r  in Table 2.3, i t  i s  not surprising t o  f ind the  
highest a r r e s t  rates in Hazel Park and the  lowest a r res t  r a t e s  i n 
Royal Oak City. The MSP posts and the  She r i f f ' s  Department a l s o  
GURE 2 . 5  COHPARISON OF 3 SOURCES OF D U I  ARREST DATA,  
OAKLRND C O U N T Y ,  1978-1980 
SOURCE OF DATA 
Pa Unbtocm errme Report. 
show q u i t e  h i g h  DUI a r r e s t  ra tes .  The S h e r i f f ' s  Department a r r e s t  
r a t e  jumps marked ly  i n  t h e  f o u r t h  q u a r t e r  o f  1979 a n d  t h e n  d o e s  
n o t  i n c r e a s e  much i n  t h e  second and t h i r d  q u a r t e r s  o f  1 9 8 0  w h e n  
t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t  Team b e g a n  o p e r a t i o n s ,  b u t  t h i s  i s  
p r o b a b l y  an a r t i f a c t  o f  an u n d e r - r e p o r t i n g  o f  m a n - h o u r s  i n  t h e  
f o u r t h  q u a r t e r  o f  1979 and t h e  f i r s t  q u a r t e r  o f  1980. W a t e r f o r d  
Township and P o n t i a c  C i t y ,  t h e  1  o c a l  p o l  i c e  d e p a r t m e n t s  m o s t  
i n v o l v e d  i n  t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t  Team, show a  d r o p  i n  D U I  
a r r e s t  r a t e s  f o r  t h e  second and t h i r d  q u a r t e r s  o f  1980. 
Tab le  2.6 and F i g u r e  2.8 go on t o  l ook  a t  D U I  a r r e s t s  a n d  
a r r e s t  r a t e s  f o r  t h e  15 months p r i o r  t o  t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t  
Team s t a r t - u p ,  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  s i x  months o f  A1 c o h o 1  E n f o r c e m e n t  
Team o p e r a t i o n  ( A p r i l  t o  September 1980),  and f o r  t h e  c o m p a r a  b l  e  
s i x  months o f  1979. O f  most i n t e r e s t  i s  a  d i r e c t  c o m p a r i s o n  o f  
t h e  two s ix -month  pe r iods .  F o r  t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  D e p a r t m e n t ,  t h i s  
shows a  102 p e r c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  DUI a r r e s t s  a n d  a n  83 p e r c e n t  
i n c r e a s e  i n  a r r e s t  r a t e ,  w e l l  a b o v e  t h e  P r o j e c t  g o a l  o f  a  3 0  
pe rcen t  i nc rease .  F o r  t h e  P o n t i a c  MSP pos t ,  t h e r e  i s  a 5 p e r c e n t  
i n c r e a s e  i n  a r r e s t s  and a  16 p e r c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  a r r e s t  r a t e ,  b u t  
f o r  t h e  B r i g h t o n  and N o r t h v i  1  l e  p o s t s  t h e r e  i s  a  5 4  p e r c e n t  
decrease i n  a r r e s t s .  Never the less ,  t h i s  s t  i 1 1  r e p r e s e n t s  a  9  
pe rcen t  i n c r e a s e  i n  a r r e s t  r a t e  due t o  t h e  l a r g e  MSP p e r s o n n e l  
cutbacks.  F o r  a l l  t h e  l o c a l  p o l i c e  depar tments  t o g e t h e r ,  t h e r e  
was an i n c r e a s e  o f  7 p e r c e n t  i n  D U I  a r r e s t s ,  a n d  t h e r e  was a  
s l i g h t l y  h i g h e r  i n c r e a s e  i n  a r r e s t  r a t e  among t h o s e  d e p a r t m e n t s  
p r o v i d i n g  man-hours data. 
Thus t h e  goal o f  i n c r e a s i n g  DUI a r r e s t s  by 15 p e r c e n t  among 
t h e  l o c a l  depar tments  o f  t h e  County was no t  a c h i e v e d  d u r i n g  t h e  
f i r s t  s i x  months o f  A l c o h o l  Enforcement Team o p e r a t i o n .  O f  cou rse  
t h e  m a j o r i t y  o f  l o c a l  p o l i c e  d e p a r t m e n t s  h a v e  n o  d i r e c t  
i nvo l  vement i n  t h e  A l c o h o l  Enforcement /Educat ion  P r o j e c t ,  s o  a n y  
P r o j e c t  e f f e c t  on D U I  a r r e s t s  i n  t h e s e  departments i s  l i k e l y  t o  be 
by e x h o r t a t i o n  and example and e d u c a t i o n  o f  p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  and o f  

F I G U R E  2 . 6  T R E N D S  IN O U I  A R R E S T  R A T E S  P E R  1000 T O T A L  H A N H O U R S ,  
F I V E  L A R G E  O A K L A N D  C O U N T Y  P O L I C E  A G E N C I E S ,  1979-80 BY  Q U R R T E R  
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TABLE 2.6 
Average DUI  A r r e s t s  Per Month and A r r e s t  Rate Per 1000 To ta l  P o l i c e  Duty Hours f o r  Large 
Oakland County P o l i c e  Agencies f o r  Three Time Per iodsa i n  Re la t i on  t o  the Oakland 
County Speci a1 A1 coho1 Enforcement programb 
b ~ h e  data sources are i d e n t i c a l  w i t h  those i n  Table 2.5. 
B i  miingham 
B loomf ie ld  Twp. 
Farmington Hi1 1 s 






Southf i e l  d 
Troy 
Wa t e r f o r d  Twp . 
W.Bloomfield Twp. 
13 Large PD To ta l  
Other Local  PDs 
S h e r i f f ' s  Dept. 
Pont iac MSP 
Other MSP 
County To ta l  
- 
a ~ h i s  t a b l e  shows DUI a r r e s t  s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  Oakland County du r i ng  the  f i r s t  s i x  nlonths ( A p r i l -  
Sept. 1980) o f  the spec ia l  a lcohol  enforcement program, compared w i t h  the  previous 15 months 
(Jan. 1979-March 1980) and w i t h  t he  same s i x  months o f  1979 (Apr i l -Sept .  ) 
Special  Program Not i n  E f f e c t  Program i n  E f f e c t  
6 Months 
Apr i l -Sept .  1980 
Average 





















4-9/79 - 4-9/80 
15 Months 






















































































































































F I G U R E  2 . 8  CHRNGES I N  ARREST RRTES FOR 12 P O L I C E  AGENCIES,  
APRIL-SEPTEflBER 1979 T O  APRIL-SEPTEMBER 1980 
- 5 0  
B r r m  BCLd F o r n  HozP HadH Pont Troy Hot  T o t  0 t h  3h.r Pont  0 t h  T o t  
City Tup. C t t y  Cbtu C t f y  CLty C ~ t y  Tvp. 8Loo Loo Dopi  H9P HSP OokC 
P O L I C E  AGENCY 
the  public t o  create  a climate of o p i n i o n  s u p p o r t  i ve of more 
alcohol enforcement. After  these da ta  were  a n a l y z e d  t h e  1978  
CLEMIS data were also made available t o  HSRI, and fu tu r e  r e p o r t s  
wil l  use the f u l l  24 months of 1978  and 1979 a s  t h e  base1 i n e  
period f o r  measuring progress on t h i s  goal. 
Tables 2.7 and 2.8 use the  1978 and 1979 breath t e s t  r e p o r t  
form data keypunched by HSRI t o  present D U I  breath t e s t  d a t a  by 
m o n t h .  Both years show considerable variation in t h e  number of  
breath t e s t s  in d i f ferent  months, b u t  the  p a t t e r n s  a r e  no t  t h e  
same f o r  the  twoyears.  In 1978 the  highest months were O c t o b e r  
and December, and the  lowest months were J anua ry  and J u l y .  In  
1979 t he  highest months were March and September, and t h e  l owest  
months were A u g u s t  and July. Thus in both  y e a r s  f ewe r  b r e a t h  
t e s t s  were carried o u t  in the  mid-summer period. 
Tables 2.9 and 2.10 and Figure 2.9 show t h e  Blood Alcohol  
Concentration ( B A C )  d i s t r i b u t i o n s  f o r  t h e s e  t w o  y e a r s .  The 
overall d is t r ibut ions  were qu i te  s imi lar  in b o t h  years,  a l t h o u g h  
the  mean was s l igh t ly  higher in 1978 (0.172 percent) than in 1979  
(0.169 percent).  In b o t h  years more than 70 percent of t h e  BACs 
were above 0.14 percent, and more than 30 percent were above 0 .19 
percent. I n  b o t h  years the rnean BAC of Pontiac City ar res tees  was 
well above the  County average, while t h e  mean B A C  of  Oak Park 
arrestees was well below the  County average. 
2.3 Circumstances of Alcohol Enforcement Team DUI Arrests 
The Alcohol Enforcement Team began o p e r a t i o n s  o n  Thursday  
n i g h t ,  April 10, and continued o n  e v e r y  Wednesday, T h u r s d a y ,  
Friday, and Saturday night thereaf ter .  For the  f i r s t  eight  nights 
the  Team worked from 10 p.m. t o  3 a.m., b u t  on April 24 the t a rge t  
hours were changed t o  11 p.m. - 4 a.m. The number of patrol c a r s  
working with the Team during t he  f i r s t  s ix  months varied from 6 t o  
11 with an average of 8.3 c a r s  p e r  n i g h t .  Nost of t h e  c a r s  
carried a s ingle  police o f f i c e r ,  b u t  t h e  c a r  a s s i g n e d  by t h e  
Pontiac MSP post carried two of f i ce r s ,  and sometimes o t h e r  c a r s  
- 
Tota l  
TABLE 2 . 7  
1978 Oakland County Reported Drunk Driving Breath Tests 


























b : I  1 2  0 1 1  Lake Or ion 
Lathrup V i  11 age 
M i l  f o r d  
Oxford 1 13 
South Lyon 7 1 7  
Walled Lake 1 0 3 C  
Wolverine Lake 1 3 3 2  
Hunt ington Woods 2 5 ;  2 0 
No r thv i  11 e 0 1 
Novi 7 4 1 2 8  8 7 
Rochester 
Berkeley 
Bever ly  H i1  1s 
C l  m o n  
Farmi ngton 
Hazel Park 
B i  n i ngham 
Ferndale 
Madison Heights 0 2 3 4 7 6 3 
June 
4 1 8  
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Oec. / Unk. 
$ 1  i 17 0 
27 I 0 
Mar. 
1 0 1 3 1 1  
1 
12 
8 1  
2 1 3 0  
4 0 1 0  
0 0 4 0  
2 4 0 0  
0 0 1 0  
1 0 6 0  
3 3 3 0  
1 2 1 0  
0 0 0 0  
3 1 1 0  
6 3 4 0  
7 3 4 0  
2 1 0 6 0  
1 0 1 0  
3 3 1 1  
1 0 1 0  
5 1 2  
3 1 1 0  
3 5 2 0  
2 1 0 0  
3 1 3  
S o u t h f i e l d  
Kensington Park 
Oakland U. 
O.C. S h e r i f f  
B r i gh ton  MSP 
Nor thv i  1; e MSP 
Pont iac MSP 
Romeo MSP 
Other Pol i c e  
Miss ing 
TOTAL 
Tota l  Percent 
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1979 Oakland County Reported Drunk D r i v i n g  Breath Tests 
by Month by Pol i ce Agency 
Jan. 1 Feb. / Mar. IApr. 
B loomf ie ld  Twp. 
Pont iac  Twp. 
Waterford Twp. 
N.8loomfield Twp. 
White Lake Twp. 
Orchard Lake 
Sylvan Lake 
W i  xorn 
B loomf ie ld  H i l l s  
Frank1 i n  
H o l l y  
Keego Harbor 
Lake Or ion 
Lathrup V i l l a g e  




Wolver ine Lake 
Hunt ing ton Woods 
Jov i  
Rochester 
Berk ley  
Bever ly  H i  11s 
Cl a s o n  
Farmington 
Hazel Park 





Farmington Hi1  1s 
Pont iac  
Royal Oak 
S o u t h f i e t d  
Kens i n g t o n  Park 
Oak1 and U. 
O.C. S h e r i f f  
B r l gh ton  MSP 
Nor thv i  1 l e  MSP 
Pont iac  MSP 
Romeo MSP 
Other P o l i c e  
Missing 
TOTAL 
To ta l  Percent 
i 
May June  / J u l y  / l u g .  
I I 
Nov. I Dec. / Unk. / To ta l  
TABLE 2.9 
1978 Oakland County Reported Drunk D r i v i n g  Test  Resu l ts  
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O.C. S h e r i f f  1 0  
Brighton MSP 
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0 61 









































W i xom 
Bloomfield H i l l s  












Beverly Hi1 1s 0 
C1 avson 2 
Farmi ngton ' 1  
Hazel Park 1 :  Birmingham Fe rnda 1 e 
Madison Heights 1 
Oak Park 
Troy 
Famington H i l l s  1 
Pontiac ' 0  
Zoya? Oak 2 
Southf i e l  d 1 4  
kns ing ton  Park ! 0 
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2 1  5 
4 l  
27 i 22 " I 4; 72 
12 1 8 
59 
1 
Northvi 1 l e  MSP 1 0  
Pontiac MSP I 4 10 5 
Romo MSP 0 
54 
I 1  
0 
6 0.135 
a 0 1 4 0.168 
Wol verine Lake 
Huntington Woods 











































Lake Orion I P Lathrup V i l l age  
M l l f o r d  0 
Oxford 0 
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524 0.164 










59 1 15 
0 
32 0.178 
69 1 0.195 
71 1 0.184 
107 1 0.146 
' d l  :8 
5 1 18 l7 





























































126 1 88 
119 , 37 
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1979 Oakland County Reported Drunk D r i v i n g  Tes t  Resul t s  
by BAC Group by P o l i c e  Agency 





White Lake Twp. 
Orchard Lake 
Sylvan Lake 
W i xom 
Bloomfield H i l l s  
Frank1 i n  
Ho l l y  
Keego Harbor 
Lake Orion 
Lathrup V i l l age  
M i  1 f o r d  
Oxford 
South Lyon 
Wall ed Lake 
Wolverine Lake 
,%ntington Woods 

























































































































































































































































































Fannington Hi 11 s 
Pontiac 
Royal Oak 
Sou th f ie ld  
Kensington Park 
Oakland U. 
O.C. S h e r i f f  
Brighton MSP 
























































































Other Pol ice 
Missing 1 ;  
TOTAL 59 






































































































1 . 8 1  1.7 
F I G U R E  2 . 9  PERCENTAGES OF D U I  ARRESTEES AT D I F F E R E N T  Bf lCa ,  
OAKLRND COUNTY. 1 9 7 8 - 1 9 7 9  
. DO .08-. 09 .15-. 19 .25-. 29 
.Oi-. 07 .lo-. 1 U  .20-. 2U .SO* 
BLOOO ALCOHOL C O N C E N T R A T I O N  
carried two officers also. The number of officers working in t h e  
Team varied from 7 t o  13 with an average of 9.6 per  n i g h t .  I n  
addition t o  the usual six officers and cars from t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  
Department and  the usual two officers and one car from Pontiac MSP 
post, one or more o f f i c e r s  and c a r s  from t h e  l o c a l  p o l i c e  
departments having j u r i s d i c t i o n  i n  t h e  a s s i g n e d  t a r g e t  a r e a  
usually participated on the Alcohol Enforcement Team. The Team 
always operated four consecutive nights i n  the same t a r g e t  a r e a  
and usually stayed i n  the same area for  two weeks a t  a time. 
Table 2.11 and Figure 2.10 provide d a t a  on t h e  Team's DUI 
arrests  during and before the t a r g e t  hours f o r  t h e  f i r s t  s i x  
months of operation. These data are compil ed from t h e  spec i  a 1  
form f i l l e d  o u t  by the arresting off icer  for  each team ar res tee .  3 
A total  of 347 arrests  were made during the target  hours .  Thi s 
was 73 ar res t s  per 1000 patrol man hours and 85 a r res t s  pe r  1000 
patrol car hours. During target  hours, 244 arrests  were made by 
the Sher i f f ' s  Department, 74 were made by the Pontiac MSP, and 2 9  
were made by cooperating local departments. Prior t o  t h e  t a r g e t  
hours, 38 arrests  by Sher i f f ' s  Department officers were attributed 
t o  the Alcohol Enforcement Team, as were two MSP a r r e s t s  . Fi gure 
2.10 shows graphically that May was the month wi th  t h e  h i g h e s t  
arrest  rates per 1000 hours. 
Table 2.12 provides a description of the five selected target 
areas where the Team was deployed and gives partial information on 
the number of DUI a r r e s t s  o n  t h e s e  s p e c i f i c  roads  i n  1979. 
Unfortunately, TIA does n o t  have complete  d a t a  a v a i l a b l e  o n  
arrests  in these areas, so i t  w i l l  be d i f f i c u l t  t o  p r e c i s e l y  
quantify the extent of increases i n  arrests  i n  the t a r g e t  a r e a s .  
However, Table 2.13 shows the Team arrests  by target area, and i t  
3 Five of these forms received by HSRI were not inc luded  i n  t h e  
analysis, four because the arrests  occurred  on o t h e r  than  t h e  
target nights and one because the a r r e s t e e  was r e l e a s e d  a f t e r  
testing 0.05 percent BAC on the breathalyzer. 
TABLE 2.11 
DUI A r res t s  and A r r e s t  Rates p e r  Month by t he  Oakland County Spec ia l  A lcohol  Enforcement Team 
Dur ing Spec ia l  P a t r o l  Hours,a A p r i l  10 - September 27, 1980 
a ~ r r e s t  data are based on a  spec ia l  r e p o r t  form completed by t h e  spec ia l  Alcohol  Enforcement 
teams f o r  each drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t .  A r res t s  repo r ted  by t h e  spec ia l  p a t r o l  teams b u t  p r i o r  t o  t h e  
regu la r  spec ia l  p a t r o l  hours a r e  shown i n  parentheses. These a r r e s t s  a re  n o t  i nc l uded  i n  t he  a r r e s t  
r a t e  c a l c u l a t i o n s  because t h e  p a t r o l  hours data are o n l y  f o r  t h e  r e g u l a r  hours o f  A/E team p a t r o l .  
Three repo r t s  rece ived  f o r  days o t h e r  than t h e  r e g u l a r  spec ia l  p a t r o l  days a r e  n o t  inc luded,  and one 
r e p o r t  i s  n o t  inc luded  because t h e  charge was dropped (BAC was 0.05%). 
b ~ h e  man-hours and car-hours a re  prov ided monthly by t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department f o r  each day on 
which the Alcohol  Enforcement team i s  opera t ing .  These r e p o r t s  do n o t  d i s t i n g u i s h  t h e  hours worked 
by the She r i f f ' s  Department, t h e  MSP, and t h e  cooperat ing l o c a l  po l  i c e  departments. 
















N umbe r 
o f  







To ta l  1 99 244(38) 
To ta l  
A r r e s t s  
39 (6 )  
73 (6 )  
54 (8 )  
69 ( 7 )  
56 ( 6 )  
56 (7 )  
347 (40)  74 ( 2 )  
S h e r i f f  ' s  
Dept. 
28 (5 )  
54 (6 )  
40 (7 )  
41 ( 7 )  
39 ( 6 )  
42 ( 7 )  
Pon t i  ac 
MS P  
9 0 )  
1 4 ( 0 )  
11 ( 1 )  
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14 (0 )  
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F I G U R E  2 . 1 0  D U I  ARREST R A T E S  BY MONTH 
FOR THE OAKLAND COUNTY ALCOHOL ENFORCEMENT TERM 
R P R I L  JUNE AUGUST TOTAL 
MAY JULY S E P T .  
i s  apparent tha t ,  i f  anywhere near the normal numbers of a r r e s t s  
are  made by non-Team police i n  these areas, there should be l i t t l e  
d i f f i cu l ty  in reaching t h e  goal  of a 50 p e r c e n t  i n c r e a s e  i n  
a r res t s  i n  the selected t a rge t  areas. Table 2.13 also breaks down 
the Team a r r e s t s  according t o  w h e t h e r  t h e y  were made i n  t h e  
assigned ta rge t  area, in another t a r g e t  a r e a ,  o r  o u t s i d e  t h e  
t a rge t  areas. Thirty-one of the 347 DUI a r r e s t s  d u r i n g  t a r g e t  
hours were made outside the  target  a r e a ,  and 13 of t h e  40 DUI 
a r res t s  pr ior  t o  the  t a rge t  hours on the  same n i g h t s  were made 
outside the t a rge t  areas. Figure 2.11 displays t h i s  d i s t r i b u t  i o n  
of a r res t s  by target  area i n  a histogram. As noted i n  Table 2 .12 ,  
Target Areas #1 and #2 were combined soon a f t e r  the s t a r t  of Team 
operations. Nith about two-fifths of the Team time spent i n  t h i s 
combined area i t  had by f a r  the  highest number of a r res ts .  
TABLE 2.12 
Known DUI A r r e s t s  i n  t h e  Oakland County A lcoho l  Enforcement 
Team Targe t  Areas Dur ing  1979a 
S h e r i f f ' s  , Local  I Dept. i I Depts. i I T o t a l  
a ~ h e s e  data were t a l l i e d  from t h e  a r r e s t  da ta  p rov i ded  t o  t h e  
Oak1 and County T r a f f i c  Improvement A s s o c i a t i  on by coopera t ing  po l  i c e  
departments. These da ta  i n c l u d e  s t r e e t  l o c a t i o n  of t h e  a r r e s t .  
Un fo r t una te l y ,  t h e  S h e r i f f ' s  Department da ta  a re  o n l y  f o r  t h e  second 
ha1 f o f  1979. 
D e f i n i t i o n  Local  Depts. P rov i d i ng  Data 
T/A #1 High land Road (M-59) Wate r fo rd  Twp. 
D i x i e  Highway White Lake Twp. 
Wal t o n  Blvd.  
T/A #3 13 ma jo r  roads i n  t he  Pon t iac  C i t y  
Pon t iac  area Pon t iac  Twp. 
T/A #4 Woodward Ave. f rom B i  r m i  ngham 
Square Lake Rd, t o  B l  oomf i e l  d  Twp. 
E i g h t  M i l e  Rd. (M-1) 
T/A #5 Telegraph Road from B loomf ie ld  Twp. 
D i x i e  Highway t o  E igh t  S o u t h f i e l d  
M i l e  Road 
T/A #6 Lapeer Road from Opdyke Lake Or ion  
t o  Ray (M-24) Oxford 
For t h e  f i r s t  month, T/A # I  was cons idered two separate t a r g e t  areas, 
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F I G U R E  2 . 1 1  D U I  A R R E S T S  B Y  TARGET AREf lS A N 0  HOURS 
FOR T H E  OAKLAND COUNTY ALCOHOL ENFORCEMENT TEAM 
TARGET HR3 ,  I N S I D E  TR 
P R I O R  H R S . I H 3 1 0 E  TR 
T . A . * l  T . A . a 3  T . R . * U  T . R . * 5  T . A . r 6  
A S S I G N E D  TRRGET RRER 
Table  2,14 and F i g u r e s  2.12 and 2.13 go on t o  show t h e  a r r e s t  
r a t e s  p e r  1000 man-hours and p e r  1000 ca r -hou rs  i n  t h e  f i v e  t a r g e t  
areas by n i g h t  o f  t h e  week, O v e r a l l ,  T a r g e t  Area $6 (Lapeer  Road) 
had t h e  h i g h e s t  a r r e s t  r a t e s  f o r  t h e  t h r e e  weeks i n  wh ich  t h e  Team 
was ass igned t h e r e ,  b u t  t h i s  h i g h  r a t e  i s  p a r t l y  due t o  t h e  f a c t  
t h e  Team made t e n  a r r e s t s  o u t s i d e  t h e  T a r g e t  Area a l o n g  w i t h  t h e  
35 a r r e s t s  i n s i d e  t h e  T a r g e t  Area. I f  one l o o k s  o n l y  a t  a r r e s t s  
made w i t h i n  t h e  t a r g e t  area,  T a r g e t  Area #1 would have t h e  h i g h e s t  
a r r e s t  r a t e s .  The l o w e s t  r a t e s  were i n  T a r g e t  Area t5 ( T e l e g r a p h  
Road), b u t  f a i r l y  h i g h  r a t e s  were ach ieved i n  each t a r g e t  a r e a .  
The very  h i g h e s t  r a t e s  by n i g h t  o f  t h e  week were ob ta ined  when t h e  
Team was ass igned t o  T a r g e t  Area 86 on F r i d a y  and Saturday  n i g h t s .  
I n  each o f  t h e  c t h e r  t a r g e t  areas t h e  h i g h e s t  r a t e s  were o b t a i n e d  
on Thursday n i g h t .  
TABLE 2.14 4 
DUI A r r e s t s  and A r r e s t  Rates by Target  Area and N igh t  o f  Week by t he  Oakland County Alcohol  
Ass i gned 
Target  Area 
#1 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i day  
Saturday 
T o t a l  
#3 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i  day 
Saturday 
To ta l  
#4 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i day  
Saturday 
T o t a l  
#5 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i  day 
Saturday 
To ta l  
#6 Wednesday 
Thursday 
F r i day  
Saturday 
To ta l  
Grand To ta l  
- 
sources a r e  exp la ined  i n  Table 2.1 1. The a r r e s t  data show bo th  a r r e s t s  i n s i d e  t he  assigned 
t a r g e t  area and a r r e s t s  made elsewhere by t h e  A/E team d u r i n g  t he  spec ia l  t a r g e t  hours. Both types of  
a r r e s t s  are used i n  determin ing t h e  a r r e s t  r a tes .  
Enforcement Team Dur ing  
Number 
o f  
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1980 
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F I G U R E  2 . 1 2  D U I  ARREST RATES BY TARGET AREA 
FOR THE OAKLRNO COUNTY ALCOHOL ENFORCEflENT TERH 
B R S E D  ON HRNHOURS 
B R S E D  ON CRRHOURS 
T . A . r l  T . A . r 3  T . A . r U  T . f l . 8 5  T . A . r 6  TOTAL 
A S S I G N E D  TARGET FIRER 
F I G U R E  2 . 1 3  MRNHOUR R R R E S T  R A T E S  B Y  N I G H T  B Y  T R R G E T  RREA 
FOR T H E  O R K L R N O  COUNTY R L C O H O L  E N F O R C E M E N T  TERM 
1 1 0  , I 
WE T H  F R  SF1 WE T H  F R  SR WE T H  F R  SR WE T H  FR SR WE T H  FR SA 
T 1  T 1  T I  T 1  T 3  T 3  T 3  T 3  T U  T 4  T 4  T 4  T 5  TS T 5  TS T 6  T 6  T 6  T 6  
N I G H T  OF WEEK AND T R R G E T  FIRER 
Table 2.15 and F igures  2.14 and 2.15 d i s p l a y  t h e  a r r e s t  d a t a  
by hour o f  n i g h t  and n i g h t  o f  t h e  week f o r  a l l  Team a r r e s t s  d u r i n g  
t a r g e t  hours. Thursday was s l i g h t l y  ahead o f  F r i day  as t h e  m o s t  
p roduc t i ve  n i gh t ,  w h i l e  Wednesday had t h e  lowes t  DUI a r r e s t  ra tes.  
By hour, 2-3 a.m. was by f a r  t h e  most p roduc t i ve  w i t h  o v e r  one -  
t h i r d  o f  a l l  a r res ts .  The lowes t  hour was 3-4 a.m. , e v e n  1 o w e r  
t han  t h e  10-11 p.m. a r r e s t  r a t e s  ob ta ined  d u r i n g  t h e  f i r s t  e i g h t  
n ights .  However, t h i s  may be p a r t l y  a  r e s u l t  o f  a  "wind ing down"  
o f  opera t ions  i n  t h e  l a s t  h o u r  o f  p a t r o l ,  a n d  p e r h a p s  some 
r e d u c t i o n  i n  a c t i v i t y  would be expected i n  any  f i n a l  h o u r  o f  a  
p a t r o l  pe r iod - -espec ia l l y  g iven  t h e  f ac t  t h a t  t h e  average t ime  f o r  
c l e a r i n g  a  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t  case was one hour and 2 4  m i n u t e s  
f o r  t h e  90 percent  o f  t h e  a r r e s t i n g  p o l i c e  o f f i c e r s  who r e p o r t e d  
t h e  t ime  c leared.  The l onges t  c learance t i m e  shown was 4 h o u r s ,  
w h i l e  t h e  s h o r t e s t  was 10 minutes. There w e r e  1 5  a r r e s t s  w i t h  
repor ted  c learance t imes of 150 minutes o r  more. 
Table 2.16 shows t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  382 Alcohol  En fo rcement  
Team a r r e s t s  by l o c a t i o n  o f  a r r e s t  and by a r r e s t i n g  p o l i c e  agency. 
A t o t a l  o f  f i v e  l o c a l  d e p a r t m e n t s  made D U I  a r r e s t s  w h i l e  
p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  Team opera t ions - -B loomf ie ld  Townsh i p, R o y a l  
Oak City, Sou th f i e l d  City, Water ford T o w n s h i p ,  a n d  W h i t e  L a k e  
Township. 
O f  t h e  387 a r res t s ,  on ly  7  were made i n  c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  a n  
acc ident :  3 i n j u r y  acc idents  and 4 property-damage-only accidents.  
Speed data were no t  repor ted  f o r  16 percent  of t h e  a r r e s t s ,  b u t  
f o r  t h e  remainder almost h a l f  were r e p o r t e d  a s  b e i n g  o v e r  t h e  
speed l i m i t .  About one-quar ter  were near t h e  speed l i m i t  , and  a 
l i t t l e  over  one -qua r t e rwe re  under t h e  speed l i m i t .  R a d a r  was 
repor ted  used i n  37 percent  o f  t h e  a r res t s .  
2.4 C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  A1 coho1 Enforcement Team Arrestees 
Tab1 e 2.17 and F i g u r e  2.16 present data on t h e  age and sex o f  
t h e  387 Alcohol  Enforcement Team DUI a r r e s t  ees  c o m p a r e d  t o  a1  1 
Oakland County DUI ar res tees  i n  1978 and 1979 f o r  whom b rea th  t e s t  
r e p o r t s  were submi t ted t o  t h e  MSP T r a f f i c  Serv ices D i v i s i o n .  A1 1 
TABLE 2.15 
DUI Arrests a n d  Arrest Rates by Night of Week a n d  Hour of  ~ i ~ h t ~  by 
t h e  Oakland County A1 coho1 Enforcement Team, April 10-Sept. 2 7 ,  1980 







































































































































































































































































































































































4 / 3 5  
F I G U R E  2.14 DUI A R R E S T  R A T E S  B Y  N I G H T  OF WEEK 
F O R  T H E  O R K L A N O  C O U N T Y  A L C O H O L  E N F O R C E M E N T  T E A M  
100 
0 
WED. THURS. FRI. SAT. T O T A L  
N I G H T  OF WEEK 
F I G U R E  2.15 DUI A R R E S T  R A T E S  BY H O U R  OF N I G H T  
F O R  T H E  O A K L R N D  C O U N T Y  R L C O H O L  E N F O R C E M E N T  T E R M  
150 150 
B R S E O  ON t4RNHOURS 
B R S E D  ON CRRHOURS 
0 
1 0 - l l p m  12-lam 2-3a1n T O T A L  
11-12pn 1-2an 3-Uom 
H O U R  OF N I G H T  
B R S E D  ON HRNHOURS 
B R S E O  ON CRRHOURS 
TABLE 2.16 
DUI A r res t s  by Pol i c e  Agency and C i v i l  D i v i s i o n  o f  ~ r r e s t s ~  f o r t h e  Oakland County 
Alcohol  Enforcement Team, A p r i l  10 - Sept. 27, 1980 
- -- 
a  The data source i s  t he  spec ia l  form completed by t h e  Alcohol  Enforcement Team on each DUI 
arrestee.  The l o c a t i o n  o f  a r r e s t  i s  m iss ing  f o r  f i v e  cases. 
C i v i l  D i v i s i o n  
o f  A r r e s t  
Avon Twp. 
B loomf ie ld  Twp. 
Brandon Twp. 
Commerce Twp . 
Grovel and Twp. 
Independence Twp. 
Or ion Twp. 
Oxford Twp. 
Pontiac Twp. 
S p r i n g f i e l d  Twp. 
Waterford Twp. 
White Lake Twp. 
Berkley 
B i  r m i  ngham 






South f ie l  d  
Total  
P o l i c e  Agency 



















5 1  
2  1  
9  
281 I 
























































Age and Sex D i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  1980 Alcohol  Enforcement Team DUI Arrestees and o f  1978 and 1979 
Oakland County DUI Arrestees Reported t o  t h e  MSPa 
I Specia l  P a t r o l  D U I  Ar restees 1 1978 Breath Test  Reports 1979 Breath Test  Reports 
To ta l  1 3 8 7  





















% I To ta l  Female , Percent % Female 
0.0 
12.5 






a ~ h e  data on spec ia l  p a t r o l  a r res tees  were ob ta ined  f rom a spec ia l  form f i l l e d  ou t  on each 
a r res tee  and keypunched by HSRI. The 1978 and 1979 data were obta ined from the  b rea th  t e s t  r e p o r t  
forms which were submi t ted t o  t h e  Michigan S ta te  P o l i c e  and which were i d e n t i f i a b l e  as from 
Oakland County. These da ta  were keypunched by HSRI under a separate c o n t r a c t  w i t h  t he  O f f i c e  o f  
Highway Safe ty  Planning. 
three  s e t s  of a r res tees  are  f a i r l y  s imi lar  i n  t h e i r  age  and s e x  
patterns. Females are only a small minority of the ar res tees ,  a n d  
the  25-34 age group has the  largest  proportion of DUI a r r e s t e e s .  
However, on a per age-year b a s i s ,  21-24 y e a r - o l d s  were most 
frequently arrested in  1979 a n d  by t h e  Team i n  1 9 8 0 ,  w h i l e  i n  
1978, 18-20 year-olds were s l igh t ly  more l i k e l y  t o  be a r r e s t e d  
than 21-24 year  olds. The Alcohol Enforcement Team a r r e s t e e s  
included a s l igh t ly  la rger  p r o p o r t i o n  of f e m a l e s  and s m a l l e r  
proportions of young and o l d  d r i v e r s  t h a n  t h e  1978  and 1979  
arrestees.  
F I G U R E  2.16 R G E  G R O U P  R N D  S E X  O F  D U I  R R R E S T E E S  
B Y  T H E  O R K L R N D  C O U N T Y  A L C O H O L  E N F O R C E M E N T  T E R M  
S E X  O F  R R R E S T E E  
F E M A L E  
M R L E  
1 5 - 1 7  1 8 - 2 0  2 1 - 2 4  25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 
A G E  O F  R R R E S T E E S  
Table 2.18 and Figure 2.17 present similar  comparati ve d a t a  
on average Blood Alcohol C o n c e n t r a t i o n  ( B A C )  by age  g roup .  
Overall, t h e  mean BAC of the  Team a r r e s t e e s  i s  0 .163 p e r c e n t ,  
s l igh t ly  lower t h a n  the  0.171 percent in 1978 and 0.169 percent in 
1979 f o r  a l l  Oakland County reported breath t e s t s .  This sugges t s  
t h a t  the  Team's saturat ion e f fo r t s  in the  se lected t a r g e t  a r e a s  
have resulted in the  a r r e s t s  of a s l igh t ly  l e s s  d r u n k  g roup  of 
ar res tees  t h a n  would normally have been arrested.  All th ree  s e t s  
of breath t e s t s  agree t ha t  the  older the  ar res tee  ( u p  t o  age 5 5 ) ,  
the  higher h is /her  BAC i s  l ike ly  t o  be. The average among 35-54 
year-olds i s  consistently much higher t h a n  the  average among 15-20 
year-01 ds. 
The highest BAC among t he  Team arres tees  was 0 .33 p e r c e n t ,  
and ten of the  ar res tees  (3.1 percent) were above 0.24 percent BAC 
while another 67 arres tees  (20.9 percent) were in t h e  0 .20-0.24 
percent BAC range. A t  t he  other end of the s c a l e  t h e r e  were  9 
ar res tees  with BACs under 0.08 p e r c e n t  w h o  were  cha rged  w i t h  
Driving Under the  Influence of Liquor (DUIL), while one with a BAC 
of 0.02 percent was charged with Careless Driving. Two a r r e s t  e e s  
w h o  did no t  take breath t e s t s  were charged with Driving Under t h e  
Influence of Drugs. There were also 14 arres tees  in the  0.08-0.09 
percent BAC range, two of whom were charged w i t h  D r i  v i n g W h i 1 e 
Impaired (DWI) rather than DUIL, and there  was one arres tee  with a 
BAC of 0.11 w h o  was charged with DWI a c c o r d i  n g  t o  t h e  s p e c i  a 1  
a r r e s t  report. 
Table 2.18 and Figure 2.18 a lso  present data on b r e a t h  t e s t  
refusals  by age group f o r  t h e  Alcohol  Enforcement  Team. A s  
mentioned previously, comparative refusal d a t a  are  not  a v a  i 1 a bl e 
by county, b u t  the 16 percent b r e a t h  t e s t  r e f u s a l  r a t e  among 
Alcohol Enforcement Team arres tees  seems surprisingly low compared 
t o  the  state-wide refusal r a t e  of 22.8 percent f o r  the f i r s t  eight 
months of 1980. The data do show a strong relat ionship w i t h  age  
with older ar res tees  much more l ike ly  t o  refuse t h e  b r e a t h  t e s t  
TABLE 2.18 
Mean BAC and Refusal Percent  By Age Group f o r  1980 A lcoho l  
Enforcement Team DUI A r r e s t e e s  and Mean BAC by  Age Group f o r  1978 
and 1979 Oakland County DUI A r r e s t e e s  Repor ted t o  t h e  MSPa 
Age 1 T o t a l  N Mean BAC I Refusa l  % i  N 1 Mean BAC 1 N / Mean BAC 









T o t a l  
1978 Brea th  / 1979 Brea th  
T e s t  Repor ts  j T e s t  Repor ts  
a ~ a t a  sources a r e  as i n  Tab le  2.17. 
F I G U R E  2 . 1 7  HEAN B A C  OF f l / E  TEAM D U I  A R R E S T E E S  
9 N D  OF A L L  OflKLANO COUNTY D U I  A R A E S T E E S  I N  1978  AND 1979 
. 2 0  * 
z 
z .  18 
A / E  TERM A L L  O C  A L L  OC 
1980 1978 1979 
t h a n  younger ones. Number o f  p rev ious  drunk d r i v i n g  c o n v i  c t  i ons 
i s  m iss ing  f o r  8 percent  of t h e  cases, bu t  among t h e  r e m a i  n d e r  
23.6 percent  had one o r  more p rev ious  conv i c t i ons  (7.3 percent  had 
two, th ree ,  o r  f o u r  p r e v i o u s  c o n v i c t i o n s ) .  A r r e s t e e s  w i t h  
p rev ious  c o n v i c t i o n s  were much more l i k e l y  t o  r e f u s e  t h e  b r e a t h  
t e s t  than  t hose  w i t h o u t  p rev ious  c o n v i c t i o n s  . Again, t h e r e  i s  a  
s t r ong  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  age w i t h  o l d e r  a r res tees  nore  1  i k e l y  t o  
have a  p rev ious  c o n v i c t i o n  (42.5 percent  o f  t h e  45-54 y e a r  o l ds ) .  
F I G U R E  2 . 1 8  
FOR THE 
, 40 
MEAN BAC AND REFUSAL PERCENT BY AGE GROUP 
flLCOHOL ENFORCEHENT TEAM OUI  ARRESTEES 
100 
- HEAN BAC 
++++. REFUSAL PER 
15-17 18-20 21-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 
AGE GROUP 
Table 2.19 and F i g u r e  2.19 go on t o  show t h e  r e s i d e n t i a l  
d i  s t r i  b u t i o n  o f  A1 coho1 Enforcement Team a r res tees  compared t o  a l l  
1978 and 1979 reported breath t e s t  givers. The percentage of out- 
of-s ta te  drivers i s  very small in a l l  three groups, b u t  t h e  Team 
arrestees a re  a lso  much less  l ikely  t o  be from o t h e r  Yich igan  
counties than the  1978 and 1979 a r r e s t e e s .  T h i s  p robab ly  i s  
related t o  the concentration of the selected target  areas on roads 
i n  the niddle of Oakland County. 
Table 2.20 and Figure 2.20 show the occupational distr ibution 
of Alcohol Enforcement Team arrestees by age group. A very 1 a rge  
percentage of the arrestees said they were unemployed, e spec i a l l y  
in the younger and older age groups. Blue-col l a r  workers  were 
a lso  more prevalent than white-collar workers, b u t  c l e a r l y  a l l  
types of occupational groups were represented among the arrestees. 
Only 13 percent of the vehicles stopped were more than t e n  y e a r s  
old, and 20 percent were 1979 or 1980 models .  As m i g h t  be 
expected, white-collar workers were more 1 i k e ly  t o  be d r i  vi n g  
newer model c a r s  t h a n  b l u e - c o l l a r  workers  and unemployed 
arrestees.  The white-collar groups were also more 1 i k e ly  t o  be 
driving passenger c a r s ,  whi 1 e t h e  b l u e - c o l l  a r  workers  and 
unemployed arrestees were more l ikely  t o  be d r i v i n g  p i c k - u p s ,  
vans, and motorcycles. O v e r a l l ,  80 p e r c e n t  of t h e  v e h i c l e s  
stopped were passenger cars,  11 percent were pick-ups, 4 p e r c e n t  
were vans, 1 percent was u t i l i t y  veh i c l e s ,  and 4 p e r c e n t  were 
motorcycles. Half of the 16 arrested motorcycle dr ivers  were i n  
the 25-34 age group, and two were older than t ha t .  I n  g e n e r a l ,  
older drivers were somewhat more 1 i k e l y  t o  be d r i v i n g  newer 
vehicles t h a n  younger drivers. 
Almost half of the arrestees r epo r t ed  coming from a b a r ,  
while almost one-quarter had been a t  a f r i e n d ' s  o r  r e l a t i v e ' s  
home, and 10 percent had been a t  a sport or  recreational faci  1 i t y  
or event. Ten of the 41 arrestees under the legal  d r i n k i n g  age 
(21) said they had been a t  a bar. The older the ar res ted d r i v e r  
the more l ikely he was t o  be coming from a bar. 
TABLE 2.19 
Res iden t ia l  D i s t r i b u t i o n  by Age Group o f  1980 Alcohol  Enforcement Team DUI Arrestees 
and o f  1978 and 1979 Oakland County DUI Arrestees Reported t o  t h e  M S P ~  
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FIGURE 2 . 1 9  RESIDENCE OF A/E TEAM DUI ARRESTEES 
AND OF FILL ORKLAND COUNTY DUI FIRRESTEES I N  1978 AND 1979 
O U T S I D E  M I C H I G A N  
OTHER H I C H I C A N  
ORKLRND COUNTY 
A/E TEAH 1980 ALL O C  1979 
ALL O C  1978  
F I G U R E  2 . 2 0  O C C U P A T I O N R L  GROUP OF O U I  A R R E S T E E S  
BY T H E  O A K L A N O  COUNTY R L C O H O L  ENFORCEMENT T E A M  
1 0 0  
PROF. /  CLER./  CRI IFTS. /  SERVICE  LABOR EHPLOYED UNEH- 
AOHIN. SALES OPERAT. HORKERS NA HOH PLOYED 
O C C U P A T I O N A L  GROUP 
Mcst of the ar res tees  also answered questions o n  when t h e y  
had s tar ted  and s topped d r i n k i n g  and on h o w  many d r i n k s  of 
d i f ferent  kinds they had had. The average 1 eng t  h of t i m e  from 
reported s t a r t  of drinking t o  a r r e s t  was about f ive  and one-ha1 f 
hours. However, the average number of reported dri n k  s was on ly  
s ix  which demonstrates, not surprisingly,  t ha t  drunk drivers t e n d  
t o  greatly under-report t h e i r  a l c o h o l  consurnpt i on .  When t h e  
number of drinks was s u b t r a c t e d  f rom t h e  number of hours  of 
drinking t o  obtain a rough estimate of the e f f e c t i v e  number of 
drinks, 113 of the 249 arres tees  w h o  gave drinking information and 
who had given a breath sample, had a negative number of e f f ec t  i ve 
drinks. Even among those with a p o s i t i v e  number of e f f e c t i v e  
drinks Table 2.21 shows tha t  there i s  only a weak r e l a t i o n s h i p  
between t h i s  number and the BAC obtained in the breath t e s t .  Beer 
was by f a r  the most common beverage consumed. I t  was reported by 
270 ar res tees ,  while only 6 ar res tees  reported drinking w ine ,  23 
reported drinking whiskey o r  o t h e r  s p i r i t s ,  and 5 6  r e p o r t e d  
drinking mixed drinks. 
TABLE 2.21 
Mean BAC in Relation to Number of Reported Drinks Among Oakland 
County A 1  coho1 Enforcement Team DUI Arresteesa 




a ~ h e  data source i s  the special form completed by the Alcohol 
Enforcement Team for  each DUI arrestee.  
b ~ o  btain a rough estimate of the number of "effective" 
drinks the number of hours between the a r res t  and the reported onset 
of d r i n k i n g  was subtracted from the reported number of drinks. I n  
84 cases th i s  resulted in a negative number, and in 29 cases the 
result  was 0. There were 105 arrestees who d i d  not say how many 
drinks they had or  when they began drinking or neither. 
3, COURT HANDLING OF OAKLAND COUNTY DRUNK D R I V I N G  CASES 
Ano the r  a rea  o f  concern  i n  t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t / E d u c a t i o n  
P r o j e c t  i s  what happens t o  drunk d r i v i n g  cases when t h e y  reach t h e  
a p p r o p r i a t e  c o u r t ,  i n  most cases one o f  t h e  t h e  16  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t s  
o f  Oakland County. An a r r e s t  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g  w i t h  i t s  u s u a l  
i n c a r c e r a t i o n  f o r  s i x  hou rs  i s  i n  i t s e l f  an unp leasan t  exper ience,  
b u t  i t  i s  g e n e r a l l y  presumed t h a t  enforcement by t h e  p o l i c e  o f  t h e  
drunk d r i v i n g  laws needs back-up suppor t  by t h e  c o u r t s  i n  t h e  f o r m  
o f  r e a l  punishment f o r  drunk d r i v i n g  o f f e n s e s  i f  enforcement i s  t o  
serve  as an e f f e c t i v e  d e t e r r e n t .  T h i s  punishment u s u a l  l y  t a k e s  
t h e  f o r m  o f  w i t h d r a w a l  o r  r e s t r i c t i o n  o f  t h e  d r i v i n g  p r i v i l e g e  a s  
w e l l  as o f  monetary f i n e s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e r e  a r e  o f t e n  t h e  
i n d i r e c t  p e n a l t i e s  o f  pay ing  a  l a w y e r ' s  fees  and pay ing  i n c r e a s e d  
automobi l e  i nsu rance  premiums f o l l o w i n g  a  c o n v i c t  ion .  
I t  i s  a l s o  g e n e r a l l y  recogn ized  t h a t  m o s t  o f  t h e  d r i v e r s  
a r r e s t e d  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g  a r e  persons w i t h  some degree o f  a l c o h o l  
problems, and t h a t  t h e  c o u r t s  a r e  i n  a  u n i q u e  p o s i t i o n  t o  
encourage t h e s e  d r i v e r s  t o  make use of community m e d i c a l ,  s o c i  a1  
w e l f a r e ,  and e d u c a t i o n a l  resources  which can h e l p  them w i t h  t h e s e  
problems. Wh i l e  t h e  immediate goa l  of such e n c o u r a g e m e n t  i s  t o  
reduce t h e  l i k e l i h o o d  of t hese  i n d i v i d u a l s  r e p e a t i n g  t h e i r  d r u n k  
d r i v i n g  behav io r ,  t h e  l a r g e r  goal  i s  t o  e n h a n c e  t h e  q u a 1  i t y  o f  
l i f e  f o r  such i n d i v i d u a l s  g e n e r a l l y  by h e l p i n g  t h e m  t o  o v e r c o m e  
t h e i r  dependence on and abuse o f  a l c o h o l i c  beverages. 
HSRI has o r g a n i z e d  a  program t o  code t h e  r e s u l t s  o f  d r u n k  
d r i v i n g  cases f r o m  a l l  t h e  d i s t r i c t  c o u r t s  o f  O a k l a n d  C o u n t y  
excep t  t h e  3 5 t h  (wh ich  m o s t l y  s e r v e s  Wayne C o u n t y ,  b u t  a l s o  
i n c l u d e s  t h e  Oakland County p a r t  o f  N o r t h v i  1 1  e  C i t y  ) .  D a t a  o f  
p a r t i c u l a r  i n t e r e s t  i n c l u d e  t h e  c h a r g e ,  t h e  d i s p o s i t i o n ,  t h e  
sentence ( i n c l u d i n g  r e f e r r a l s  f o r  h e l p ) ,  and t h e  1  e n g t  h  o f  t i m e  
f r o m  a r r e s t  t o  d i s p o s i t i o n - - a l l  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  BAC, number o f  
p r e v i o u s  c o n v i c t i o n s ,  e tc .  U n f o r t u n a t e l y ,  t h i s  has p r o v e n  t o  b e  
q u i t e  a  massive task ,  and d a t a  f o r  1979  a r e  not  comp le te  f o r  a n y  
of the d i s t r i c t  courts  a t  t h i s  time. I t  i s  p lanned  t o  o b t a i n  
court data f o r  1979 as the  baseline y e a r  and f o r  1980 t h r o u g h  
1982. 
Fortunately, the  Uniform Crime Repo r t  does  c o n t a i n  some 
relevant disposit ion data on DUI cases which can be i nc luded  i n 
t h i s  report. Up through 1979, police departments were r e q u e s t e d  
t o  report annually on the  court disposit ion of a1 1 t h e i r  a r r e s t  
cases, and t he  UCR disposit ion t a l l i e s  f o r  Oak1 and County DUI 
a r r e s t  cases by d i s t r i c t  court are  shown in Table 3.1 and F i g u r e  
3*1. These t a l l i e s  include only a r r e s t s  made and reported by local 
police departments, s ince each local department i s  served by only 
one d i s t r i c t  court. Dispositions r e p o r t e d  by t h e  M S P  and t h e  
S h e r i f f ' s  Department a re  not included in  these data because t h e r e  
i s  no way t o  know which d i s t r i c t  courts handled them. I t  shou l  d 
be noted t ha t  dispositions a re  available f o r  only a b o u t  ha1 f of 
the  to ta l  DUI a r r e s t s  during t h i s  three-year period. 
F I G U R E  3.1 1 9 7 7 - 7 9  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T  D I S P O S I T I O N S  
OF OUI A R R E S T  C A S E S ,  IN P E R  C E N T  
JUVENILE COUAT 
ACQUITTED/DISt41S3EO 
G U I L T 7  OF LESSER 
GUILTY OF OUI  
U3F U3HH USA U6 4 8 51 52-2 52-4 
U3HP U U  US8 U7 50 52-1 52-3 TOT 
D I S T R I C T  C O U R T  N U M B E R  

Overall, Table 3.1 shows that 36.1 percent were convicted of 
the origi na1 charge (DUI) ,  57.7 percent were convicted of a lesser 
charge (generally DWI i t  i s  presumed), 6.0 percent were acqui t t  ed 
or dismissed, and 0.2 percent were referred t o  a juveni 1 e c o u r t .  
Figure 3.1 shows graphically the great v a r i a t i o n s  among t h e  1 5  
d i s t r i c t  courts in the extent of reductions a n d  of a c q u i t t a l s .  
Reductions in charges were most common i n  D i s t r i c t  Cour t s  43F, 
43HP, 52-2,  and 46 ,  and were least  common i n  Courts 52 -1 ,  52-3,  
and 48. Acquittals/dismissals were most common i n  Courts 44, 48 ,  
52-2,  and 46. I t  i s  expected tha t  i f  MSP and Sher i f f ' s  Department 
arrests  were included the extent of reductions in charges would be 
even greater, because these a r res t s  take pl ace  under s t  a t e  1 a w  
rather than local ordinance. Thus they are handled by the County 
Prosecutor who has a well-known program fo r  reducing the charge t o  
DWI i f  the arrestee surrenders his 1 icense for  30 days and attends 
the classes run by the Alcohol Highway Safety Education Program 
(AH SEP ) . 
The l a t t e r  program i s  run by the Oakland County Department of 
Human Services and consists basically of four two-hour sessions of 
instruction. As can be seen in Table 3.2, more t h a n  h a l f  of t h e  
referrals  t o  t h i s  Program come through the District  Courts ( o t h e r  
major sources are the Oakland County Prosecutor and the Department 
of State) .  Figure 3.2 shows clearly the vast d i f f e r e n c e s  among 
the District  Courts i n  the i r  r e f e r r a l s  t o  t h i s  Program--with 
Courts 52-1 and 52-3 providing the largest number of r e f e r r a l s ,  
while Courts 43F, 43MH, 44,  a n d  52-4 p rov ide  a lmost  n o  A H S E P  
referral s. 
TABLE 3.2 
D i s t r i c t  Court Referrals  t o  the Oakland County Alcohol Highway 
Safety Education Prog~am, pa r t s  of 1978, 1979, and 1980a 
I 
No. of / ~ e f e r r a l  s /  Referrals  Referrals  Total 
D i s t r i  c t  Court ( Judges  1-3/78 1 4-1 2/79 1-7/80 1 Referral r 
D i s t r i c t  Courts 
Total 1 30 
43 Ferndale 
43 Hazel Park 
43 Madison Heights 
44 Royal Oak 
45A Berkley 
45B Oak Park e t c .  
46 Southfield e t c .  
47 Farmington e t c .  
48 Bloomfield Twp. 
e t c .  
50 Pontiac 
51 Waterford Twp. 
52-1 Novi e t c .  
52-2 C1 arkston 
e t c .  
52-3 Rochester 



















a ~ h e s e  data were furnished by Paul Tal agrand, Director  of 
the  Oakland County Alcohol Highway Safety Education Program. The 
data f o r  April 1975 through March 1979 a re  not  cu r ren t ly  avai lable .  
F I G U R E  3.2 R E F E R R R L S  B Y  T H E  D I S T R I C T  C O U R T S  
T O  T H E  A L C O H O L  H I G H W R Y  S R F E T Y  E D U C R T I O N  P R O G R A M ,  1978-80 
U3F U3HH USA U 6 U8 5 1 52-2  52-rl 
U3HP U U  U 5 8 U 7 50 52-1 52-3  
D I S T R I C T  C O U R T  N U M B E R  
4. OAKLAND COUNTY PUBLIC OPINION 
ON ALCOHOL AND HIGHWAY SAFETY 
I f  t h e  Alcohol  Enforcement/Education P r o j e c t  i s  t o  h a v e  a  
s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on a1 cohol-re1 ated acc iden ts  i n  Oakl and County, 
then  i nc reas ing  t h e  number o f  drunk d r i v i n g  a r r e s t s  i s  c l e a r l y  no t  
enough by i t s e l f .  Increased a r r e s t s  s h o u l d  h a v e  some d i r e c t  
impact by removing f rom t h e  d r i v e r ' s  wheel f o r  a  per iod ,  p e r s o n s  
who have a  h igh  r i s k  o f  be ing  i n v o l v e d  i n  a n  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  
accident,  bu t  obv ious ly  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  t h i s  increased e n f  o r c e m e n t  
can be magni f ied i f  knowledge about it serves as a  d e t e r r e n t  t o  
o t h e r  p o t e n t i a l  drunk d r i ve rs .  Some o f  t h i s  de te r ren t  e f f e c t  c a n  
come about j u s t  by "word of mouth" d i s s e m i n a t i o n  i n  t h e  b a r s ,  
among f r i e n d s  and r e l a t i v e s ,  etc., bu t  hope fu l l y  t h e  d e t e r r e n c e  
can be g r e a t l y  enhanced by a  we l l -o rgan ized  p u b l i c  i n f o rma t i on  and 
educat ion campaign t o  i n f o r m  t h e  p u b l i c  on t h e  dangers o f  d r i n k i n g  
and d r i v i n g ,  on t h e  need f o r  an increased enforcement program, on  
t h e  increased chances o f  a r r e s t  and t h e  unpleasant  c o n s e q u e n c e s  
there f rom i f  they do d r i v e  a f t e r  d r i n k i n g  t o o  much, a n d  on  
appropr ia te  a l t e r n a t i v e s  if o n e  h a s  d r u n k  t o o  much f o r  s a f e  
d r i v i  ng. 
Th is  p u b l i c  educat ion program i s  t he  second major p a r t  o f  t h e  
A1 coho1 Enforcement/Education Pro jec t .  From t h e  begi nn i  ng o f  t h e  
Pro jec t ,  TIA prov ided a  number o f  press re leases on P r o j e c t  p  1  a  ns 
which r e c e i v e d  f a i r l y  w i d e s p r e a d  p u b 1  i c i  t y  i n  t h e  C o u n t y .  
However, w i t h  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  o f  t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t  Team 
operat ions i n  A p r i l ,  p u b l i c i t y  e f f o r t s  were g r e a t l y  i n t e n s i f i e d  
through a  k i c k - o f f  luncheon, t e l e v i s i o n  news coverage, e t c .  , a n d  
p lans were made t o  mount a  la rge-sca le  p u b l i c  i n f o rma t i on  campaign 
i n  l a t e  1980 and e a r l y  1981. 
I n  o rder  t o  measure t h e  impact of t h e  T I A  i n f o r m a t i o n  a n d  
educat ion program on t h e  d r i v i n g  pub l i c ,  a  ma i l  survey was c a r r i e d  
out  w i t h  a  1/1000 random sample of 790 O a k l  a n d  C o u n t y  d r i v e r s  
taken f rom theDepar tment  o f  S t a t e  l i c e n s e  f i l e s .  The  i n i t i a l  
mailing of the four-page questionnaire with 24 questions was made 
on February 29 ,  1980, and a reminder p o s t c a r d  was s e n t  t o  a 1  1 
respondents on March 10. A f i r s t  fo l low-up m a i l i n g  t o  n o n -  
respondents was made on April 4, and the final follow-up mai 1 i n g  
t o  remaining non-respondents was made by cer t i f ied mail on May 9. 
O u t  of the 790 in i t i a l  respondents 92 l e t t e r s  were r e t u r n e d  a s  
undeliverable, information was received that  5 r e sponden t s  were 
deceased and 44 had moved o u t  of the county, and 8 should not  have 
been in the sample because they were out -of -cour l ty  a d d r e s s e s .  
From t h e  remaining 6 4 1  e l i g i b l e  r e s p o n d e n t s ,  544 u s a b l e  
questionnaires were received, an 84.9 p e r c e n t  r e sponse  r a t e .  
However, eight of these dribbled in t o o  l a t e  t o  i n c l u d e  in  t h e  
question-by-question tables shown in the Appendix. 
The survey had been intended as a baseline survey t o  obtain a 
measurement of public opinion before any TIA publicity ac t iv i t ies .  
However, t h i s  was not possible because HSRI ' s evaluation cont r a c t  
was no t  signed until February 1980. This meant t h a t  t h e  survey  
period extended through the period of the k i  ck-off publ  i c i  t y  f o r  
the Alcohol Enforcement Team. Thus t h e  b a s e l i n e  survey  was 
somewhat " c o n t a m i n a t e d , "  b u t  t h i s  a c t u a l l y  provided t h e  
opportunity t o  d o  some evaluation of the in i t i a l  outreach of t h e  
TIA publ i c i ty  efforts.  
The kick-off luncheon and i t s  attendant publicity occurred on 
April 8, so the questionnaires were divided into t h o s e  r e c e i v e d  
before and a f t e r  April 9, and the results were compared f o r  t h e  
two groups. Of most interest  i s  Question 15 which asked i f  t h e  
respondent had happened t o  see or hear anything a b o u t  a s p e c i a l  
program in Oakland County t o  reduce a c c i  d e n t s  caused by drunk 
drivers. There was a significant increase from 10.5 pe rcen t  t o  
28.3 percent between the two groups in the p r o p o r t i o n  w h o  s a i d  
"yes." Of course, t h i s  i s n ' t  as high an awareness 1 eve1 a s  T I A  
was hoping for ,  b u t  i t  should be remembered that  the second group 
were persons w h o  had no t  responded t o  the i n i t i a l  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  
mailing and who were probably a l e s s  informed and civic-conscious 
group of drivers. Answers t o  Questions 17, 20, and 21 show t h a t  
the second group of respondents cont ai ned di sproport ionate nuvbers 
of younger, s ingle,  and l ess  educated d r i v e r s  compared t o  t h e  
f i r s t  group. The persons in the  second group who were  aware of 
the  program reported many more sources fo r  t h e i r  information t h a n  
aware persons i n  the  f i r s t  group  (Question 1 5 C ) ,  and t h e y  were  
much more 1 i  kely t o  mention enforcement a c t i v i t i e s  as the con t en t  
of the program (Questions 15a a n d  15b). Enforcement was s ca r ce ly  
mentioned a t  a l l  by aware persons in the f i r s t  group. 
In September 1979, Market Opinion Research ( M O R )  carried o u t  
a random d ig i t  d ia l ing telephone survey of 500 Oakland County 
residents f o r  the Oakland County Road Commission. T h i s  s u r v e y  
contained two open questions relevant t o  public awareness of t h e  
drunk driving problem, and they were repeated in HSRI ' s  s u r v e y .  
Question 3 asked t h e  r e s p o n d e n t ' s  o p i n i o n  a s  t o  t h e  s i n g l e  
greatest  cause of t r a f f i c  deaths and in jur ies  in Oakland County.  
Drinking o r  drunk drivers was spontaneously ment ioned by 43.4 
percent of the HSRI respondents (34.2 percent of a 1 1 men t i ons ) , 
somewhat below the  49.0 p e r c e n t  m e n t i o n i n g  t h i s  i n  t h e  M O R  
survey. Question 7 asked "If  police agencies were t o  more s t r i c t l y  
enforce t r a f f i c  laws, on what t y p e  of v i o l a t i o n  shou ld  t h e y  
concentrate t h e i r  e f fo r t s?"  Drunk d r i v i n g  was s p o n t a n e o u s l y  
mentioned by 33.8 percent of the HSRI respondents (26 .2  percent of 
a1 1 mentions), considerably more than the 19.7 percent mentions by 
MOR respondents. O n  both questions post April 8 HSRI respondents 
were somewhat more 1 ikely t o  mention drunk driving than pre Apri  1 
8 respondents. There was not much d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  t w o  
groups on another awareness question which sought an e s t i m a t e  of 
the percentage of f a ta l  accidents which invo lve  a drunk d r i v e r  
(Question 12). 
Another  q u e s t i o n  of g r e a t  i n t e r e s t  t o  t h e  p o t e n t i a l  
effectiveness of t h e  Alcohol  P r o j e c t  has t o  do w i t h  d r i v e r  
perceptions of the chances of drunk d r i v e r s  being a r r e s t e d  i n  
Oakland County (Questions 13 and 14). The median estimated chance 
of arrest  fo r  the average drunk driver was about  1 i n 5 0 0 ,  a n d  
most respondents estimated a s l ight ly smaller chance of arrest  for  
themselves i f  they drove while drunk than fo r  the average d r i v e r .  
There was not much difference between the p r e  a n d  p o s t  Apri 1 8 
groups on these questions. 
Hopefully future surveys will find t h a t  the combi n a t i o n  of 
increased enforcement a c t i v i t y  and T I A  p u b l i c i t y  a b o u t  t h i s  
act ivi ty  has led t o  perceptions of increased risk o f  a r r e s t  f o r  
drunk drivers in Oakland County, and h o p e f u l l y  t h i s  change i n  
perception will lead t o  fewer  d r i v e r s  t a k i n g  t h i s  r i s k .  O n  
Question 23 one-quarter of the respondents were wi 1 l i  ng t o  admi t 
t h a t  a t  least  once i n  the previous y e a r  they  had d r i v e n  a f t e r  
drinking enough t o  be i l lega l ,  and one-eighth admitted having done 
so three or more times. That suggests that t h e r e  a r e  a t  l e a s t  
153,000 Oak1 and County drivers whose drinking and driving behavior 
i s  in need of modification, and i t  i s  hoped t h a t  f u t u r e  su rveys  
will find b o t h  increased perceptions of risk of arrest  and reduced 
reports of drunk d r i v i n g  behav io r  a s  a r e s u l t  of P r o j e c t  
ac t iv i t ies .  One can also hope fo r  a n  increase i n  the 4 3  pe rcen t  
of the respondents who said that  they had taken some action in the 
previous year t o  prevent someone who had been drinking a l o t  from 
driving (Question 16) .  
5. SUMMARY 
In September  1979 a t h r e e  and o n e - h a l f  y e a r  Alcohol  
Enforcement Education P r o j e c t  was i n i t i a t e d  by t h e  T r a f f i c  
Improvement Association and the  S h e r i f f ' s  Department of Oak1 and 
County. I t s  goal i s  t o  r e d u c e  a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d  a c c i d e n t s  i n  
Oakland County by a saturat ion program of selective enforcement a t  
the times and places of the g r e a t e s t  number of drunk d r i v i n g  
accidents combined with a large-scale public e d u c a t i o n  e f f o r t .  
Operation of the  speci a1 A 1  coho1 Enforcement Team commenced o n  
April 10, 1980, and continued on Wednesday, Thursday, Friday, and 
Saturday nights thereaf ter .  For the f i r s t  two weeks i t  o p e r a t e d  
from 10 p.m. t o  3 a.m., b u t  then i t  changed t o  an 11 p . m .  - 4 
a.m. operation. I t  operated i n  f ive  di f ferent  s p e c i f i e d  t a r g e t  
areas,  usually fo r  two weeks a t  a s t re tch  in one area. The Team 
usually consisted of s ix  She r i f f ' s  Department cars ,  one Michigan 
S ta te  Police ca r ,  a n d  one or more local police department cars. 
The Project i s  sponsored by the  Flichigan Off i c e  of Highway 
Safety Planning, and t h i s  agency a lso  awarded a c o n t r a c t  t o  t h e  
Highway Safety Research In s t i t u t e  t o  evaluate the effectiveness of 
the  Project in meeting i t s  goals. Th is  f i r s t - y e a r  e v a l u a t i o n  
report has presented available eva lua t ion  d a t a  i n  f o u r  a r e a s :  
accidents, DUI a r res t s ,  court handling of DUI c a s e s ,  a n d  p u b l i c  
opinion, 
The primary Project goal i s  t o  reduce alcohol-relat  ed f a t  a1 
and injury accidents in Oakland County by a t  l e a s t  15 p e r c e n t .  
Trend data fo r  1974 t o  1979 show that  both non-alcohol-related and 
alcohol-related accidents have been increasing rapidly in Oak 1 and 
County. In pa r t i cu la r  alcohol-related fa ta l  and injury acc iden t s  
increased 43 percent from 1974 t o  1979.  Using 1978 and 1979 
combined accident data as the baseline period, 22.32 p e r c e n t  of 
t h e  f a t a l  and injury accidents were a l c o h o l  - r e l a t e d ,  so  a 1 5  
percent decrease woul d i  nvol ve reducing t h i s  percentage t o 18.9  7 
or  less.  Accident data f o r  1980 are not ye t  avai lable , .  so nothing 
can be said about the degree of success i n  meeting t h i s  g o a l  a t  
t h i s  time. 
A major secondary goal i s  t o  increase drunk driving a r r e s t s  
by 30 percent in the Sher i f f ' s  Department and by 15 percent i n  the 
41 local police departments of the County. Trend a n a l y s i s  of 
Oakland County DUI a r re s t s  r e p o r t e d  f o r  t h e  annual Michigan 
Uniform Crime Report show t h a t  DUI arrests  have almost  doubled 
from 1971 t o  1979. There were 5406 ar res t s  i n  1979, and i n i  t i a 1 
1980 data suggest that there will be over 6000 in 1980, close t o  1 
percent of the drivers inoakland County. A t o t a l  of 387 D U I  
arrests  were made by the Alcohol Enforcement Team in  i t s  f i r s t  
f ive and two-thirds months of operation, an average of almost four 
per night or 73 arrests  p e r  1000 p a t r o l  man-hours. The 2-3 
a.m. period was the hour in which the greatest number of a r r e s t s  
occurred. 
Comparison of DUI a r res t  data for  April -September 1979 w i t h 
DUI arrest  data for  April-September 1980 showed a 102 pe rcen t  
increase for  the Sher i f f ' s  Department, well above the 30 p e r c e n t  
goal, b u t  only a 7 percent increase fo r  a l l  1 ocal  depa r tmen t s .  
Trend data show that many local departments have varied greatly in 
t h e i r  number of DUI ar res t s  through the 1970s, and also there a r e  
great variations among local departments in the i r  DUI arrest  rates 
per 1000 total  pol ice duty man-hours. 
I n  regard t o  the court handling of drunk driving cases, HSR I 
has no  data t o  report yet from i t s  effor t  t o  code 1979 and 1 a t e r  
dispositions of DUI cases in 15 d i s t r i c t  c o u r t s .  However, f o r  
1977 t o  1979 about half of the dispositions were reported by t h e  
local police departments t o  the Michigan Uniform Crime Report, a n d  
an analysis of these data by d i s t r i c t  court shows great variations 
among the courts i n  the extent t o  which DUI cases were reduced t o  
a lesser  charge or were acquitted/di missed. Data on referrals t o  
the Oakland County Alcohol Highway Safety Education Program a1 s o  
show great variations among the different d i s t r i c t  courts. 
A m a i l  p u b l i c  o p i n i o n  su rvey  was c a r r i e d  o u t  f r o m  February  t o  
May 1980 i n  a  1/1000 random sample o f  Oakland County d r i v e r s ,  a n d  
a f t e r  two f o l l o w - u p s  an 85 pe rcen t  response r a t e  was  a c h i e v e d ,  
Q u e s t i o n n a i r e s  were r e c e i v e d  b o t h  b e f o r e  and a f t e r  t h e  A p r i  1  1 0  
s t a r t - u p  o f  t h e  A l c o h o l  E n f o r c e m e n t  Team a n d  i t s  a t t e n d a n t  
p u b l i c i t y ,  and compar ison o f  t h e  two s e t s  o f  r e s p o n s e s  s h o w e d  a  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  g r e a t e r  awareness o f  t h e  spec i  a1 a1 coho1 enforcement 
p r o j e c t  i n  t h e  l a t e r  g r o u p .  O t h e r  q u e s t i o n s  o f  p a r t i c u l a r  
i n t e r e s t  have t o  do w i t h  o p i n i o n s  as t o  t h e  l i k e 1  i h o o d  o f  d r u n k  
d r i v e r s  b e i n g  apprehended, t h e  g r e a t e s t  cause o f  t r a f  f i c  d e a t h s  
and i n j u r i e s ,  t h e  most i m p o r t a n t  t r a f f i c  v i o l a t i o n s  p o l i c e  s h o u l  d 
e n f o r c e  more, and t h e  pe rcen tage  of f a t a l  a c c i d e n t s  w h i c h  a r e  
a l c o h o l - r e l a t e d ,  A l s o  o f  s p e c i  a1  i n t e r e s t  a r e  r e s p o n d e n t  s t  
r e p o r t s  o f  t h e i r  own drunk d r i v i n g  b e h a v i o r  a n d  o f  b e h a v i o r  t o  
s t o p  o t h e r s  f r o m  d r i v i n g  when t h e y  have had t o o  much t o  d r i n k .  
Repeated annual su rveys  w i  11 a t t e m p t  t o  a s c e r t a i n  c h a n g e s  among 
Oakland County d r i v e r s  on t h e s e  i m p o r t a n t  ques t i ons .  

APPENDIX  
QUESTION BY QUESTION RESULTS 
FROM THE 1980 OAKLAND COUNTY 
HIGHWAY SAFETY SURVEY 
QUESTION 1 : About how many mi les  would you e s t i m a t e  t h a t  you your-  
s e l f  drove a motor v e h i c l e  i n  the p a s t  12 months? 
Returned Before Returned A f t e r  
Miles Apr i l  9 Apri l  8 Total  
3500 o r  Less 17.9% 
3500 - 7500 17.6% 
7500 - 11,500 22.3% 
11,500 - 15,500 19.4% 
15,500 - 19,500 4.22 
19,500 o r  More 18.6% 
Total  N 403 
QUESTION 2: About what p e r c e n t  of  t h o s e  mi les  would you guess  were 
dr iven  in Oakland County? 
Returned Before Returned A f t e r  









Tota l  N 
--- -- - -- 
QUESTIONS 1 and 2 Combined: Annual Miles in Oakland County 
Returned Before Returned A f t e r  
Mi 1 e s  Apr i l  9 Apr i l  8 Tota l  
3500 o r  Less 25.0% 
3500 - 7500 33.4% 
7500 - 11,500 24.2% 
11,500 - 15,500 9.2% 
15,500 - 19,500 4.1% 
19,500 o r  More 4.1% 
Tota l  N 368 
QUESTION 3: I n  you r  op in ion ,  what i s  the  s i n g l e  g r e a t e s t  cause o f  
t r a f f i c  deaths and i n j u r i e s  i n  Oakland County?* 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l 9  A p r i l  9 To ta l  
D r i n k i n g  o r  drunk d r i v e r s  
Drug-impa i red  d r i v e r s  
Poor d r i v e r  a t t i  t u d e l a b i l  i t y  
S p e c i f i c  bad d r i v i n g  subgroups 
Speeding, be ing i n  a h u r r y  
Other s p e c i f i c  d r i v e r  ac t i ons  
Bad roads, inadequate cons t ruc t i on /  
maintenance 
Inadequate t r a f f i c  c o n t r o l  devices 
Other 
To ta l  N 
*Mu1 t i p l e  response quest ion--percentages add t o  more than 100%. 
QUESTION 4: How l i k e l y  do you t h i n k  i t  i s  t h a t  t he  average Oakland 
County d r i v e r  w i l l  be i nvo l ved  i n  a major  o r  minor  t r a f f i c  acc iden t  
sometime d u r i n g  the nex t  12 months? 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
About 1 i n  2 
About 1 i n  5 
About 1 i n  10 
About 1 i n  50 
About 1 i n  100 
About 1 i n  500 
About 1 i n  1000 
About 1 i n  10,000 
About 1 i n  700,000 
About 1 i n  1,000,000 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 5: How l i k e l y  t o  you t h i n k  i t  i s  t h a t  you y o u r s e l f  w i l l  be 
invo lved  i n  a major o r  minor t r a f f i c  acc ident  sometime dur ing  the 
next  12 months? 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
About 1 i n  2 
About 1 i n  5 
About 1 i n  10 
About 1 i n  50 
About 1 i n  100 
About 1 i n  500 
About 1 i n  1000 
About 1 i n  10,000 
About 1 i n  100,000 
About 1 i n  1,000,000 
Tota l  N 
QUESTION 6 :  How f requent ly  do you t h i n k  the  average Oakland County 
d r i v e r  i s  l i k e l y  t o  be invo lved  i n  a major o r  minor t r a f f i c  
acc i  dent? 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
About 1 i n  2 years 
About 1 i n  5 years 
About 1 i n  10 years 
About 1 i n  50 years 
About 1 i n  100 years 
About 1 i n  1000 years 
About 1 i n  10,000 years 
About 1 i n  100,000 years 
About 1 i n  1,000,000 years 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 7 :  If  police agencies were to  more s t r i c t l y  enforce t r a f f i c  
laws, on what type of violat ion should they concentrate t h e i r  ef for ts?* 
Before After 
April 9 April 9 Total 
Drunk driving 
Excessive speeds 
Under minimum speed 
Care1 ess/reckl ess /  
e r r a t i c  driving 
Running red l i g h t s ,  
s top signs 
Improper turns 
Defective vehicle equipment 
High  beam head1 ights 
Other 
Total N 
*Mu1 t i p l e  response question--percentages add  t o  more than 100%. 
QUESTION 8: About how often would you say you wear your safe ty  be1 t 
when you a re  driving? 
Before After 
April 9 April 9 Total 
Always or almost always 21.2% 15.1% 19.7% 
More than half the time 7.4% 7.1% 7.3% 
Less than half the time 18.5% 12.7% 17.1% 
Never o r  almost never 53.0% 65.1% 55.8% 
Total N 40 6 126 532 
QUESTION 9: How do you feel about having a s t a t e  law t h a t  requires 
a l l  children under 5 to  r ide  inaspecia l  car  safe ty  seat?  
Before After 
April 9 April 9 Total 
Strongly in favor 




QUESTION 10: How do you f e e l  about hav ing a  s t a t e  law which requ i res  
everybody t o  wear a  sa fe ty  b e l t ?  
- 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9  A p r i l  9  T o t a l  
S t rong l y  i n  favor  
Somewhat i n  favor  
Somewhat opposed 
S t rong l y  opposed 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 11: How do you fee l  about keeping t he  p resen t  55 MPH speed 
l i m i t  on t h e  n a t i o n ' s  highways? 
- 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9  A p r i l  9 To ta l  
S t rong l y  i n  f a v o r  
Somewhat i n  favor 
Somewhat opposed 
S t rong l y  opposed 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 12: Out of every 100 t r a f f i c  acc iden ts  i n  which someone i s  
k i l l e d ,  how many would you guess i n v o l v e  a  d r i v e r  who has drunk too  
much a lcoho l  f o r  sa fe  d r i v i n g ?  
Before A f t e r  






To ta l  N 40 2 126 5 28 
QUESTION 13: I n  Oakland County how l i k e l y  do you t h i n k  i t  i s  t h a t  the  
average drunk d r i v e r  would be a r res ted  on a t r i p  about 10 m i les  long? 
-- 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
About 1 i n  2 
About 1 i n  5 
About 1 i n  10 
About 1 i n  50 
About 1 i n  100 
About 1 i n  500 
About 1 i n  1000 
About 1 i n  10,000 
About 1 i n  100,000 
About 1 i n  1,000,000 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 14: I f  you y o u r s e l f  drank enough a lcohol  t o  be considered 
l e g a l l y  under t h e  i n f l u e n c e  and then drove somewhere, how 1 i k e l y  do 
you t h i n k  i t  i s  t h a t  you would be a r r e s t e d  on a t r i p  about 10 m i l e s  
1 ong? 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
About 1 i n  2 
About 1 i n  5 
About 1 i n  10 
About 1 i n  50 
About 1 i n  100 
About 1 i n  500 
About 1 i n  1000 
About 1 i n  10,000 
About 1 i n  100,000 
About 1 i n  1,000,000 
Tota l  N 
QUESTION 15: Have you happened t o  see o r  hear any th ing  about a 
spec ia l  program i n  Oakland County t o  reduce acc iden ts  caused by drunk 
d r i v e r s ?  
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
Yes 
No 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 15c: Where d i d  you g e t  t h i s  i n f o rma t i on? *  (Asked o n l y  i f  
respondents answered "Yes" on Ques t i on  15. ) 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
Newspaper 
Radio 
T e l e v i s i o n  
B i  11 board 
Bumper S t i  cker  
Pamphl e t  
Meetings 
Ta l  k i n g  
Other  
T o t a l  N 
*Mu1 t i p 1  e response var iab le- -percentages add t o  more than 100%. 
QUESTION 15a: Please describe any o f  the ac t iv i t i e s  of this  program 
which you remember (asked only of respondents answering "Yes" to  
Question 15).  
Before After 
April 9 April 9 Total 
Special/addi tional pol ice 
Concentration on high 
accident roads 
Sheriff patrols specifically 
Coordination of county-wide 
enforcement 
Special alcohol school for  
drunk drivers 
Publ ic education by mass 
media 





QUESTION 15b: Please describe any themes of th is  program which you 
remember (asked only of respondents answering "Yes" to Question 15).  
Before After 
April 9 April 9 Total 
Extra pol ice enforcement 
ac t iv i t i e s  
Drunk drivers lose their  
1 i cense 
Drunk drivers go t o  j a i l  
Never drive a f t e r  drinking 
Know your 1 imi t s  
Keep friends from driving 
drunk; be a caring host; 
e tc .  
Other 
Total N 
QUESTION 16: During the  p a s t  y e a r  have you taken any a c t i o n  t o  
prevent someone from dr iv ing  in a s i t u a t i o n  where he o r  she had been 
dr inking a l o t ?  
[ I f  YES] 
QUESTION 16a: What ac t i ons  d id  you take?* 
Before Af t e r  
April  9 April  9 Total  
Respondent drove in s t ead  of 
dr inking person 
Respondent had f r i e n d  d r i v e  
dr ink ing  person 
Respondent 1 e t  someone e l  s e  
d r ive  himlher 
Respondent prevented dr ink-  
ing person from leaving 
Respondent had dr inking 
person s t a y  t o  s l e e p  
Respondent t r i e d  t o  persuade 
not  t o  d r i v e  
Respondent t o l d  d r i v e r  t o  
d r i v e  carefu l  l y l d r i n k  1 e s s  
None 
Total  N 
*Mu1 t iple response var iable--percentages add t o  more than 100%. 
QUESTION 17: In what yea r  were you born? (Recoded t o  age a s  of  
December 31 , 1979. ) 
Before Af t e r  
April  9 April 9 Total 
Total N 
QUESTION 19: What i s  your  sex? 
Before A f t e r  
April  9 April  9 Total  
Ma 1 e 
Fema 1 e 
Total  N 
QUESTION 20: What i s  your  mar i t a l  s t a t u s ?  
Before A f t e r  
Apri l  9 Apri l  9 Total  
Never n a r r i  ed 17.5% 27.3% 19.9% 
Married 73.6% 54.7% 69.1% 
Divorced o r  separa ted  3.7% 14.8% 6.4% 
Wi dowed 5.2% 3.1% 4.7% 
Total  N 406 128 5 34 
QUESTION 21: What is  t h e  h i g h e s t  l e v e l  o f  educat ion you have 
compl e t ed?  
Before A f t e r  
April  9 Apri l  9 To ta l  
D i d n ' t  f i n i s h  high school 8.9% 13.4% 9.9% 
Finished high school 30.5% 33.9% 31 .3% 
Some col  l ege  33.5% 35.4% 34.0% 
Finished 4-year col  l e g e  16.5% 11 -8% 15.4% 
Received g radua te  degree 10.6% 5.5% 9.4% 
Total  N 406 127 533 
QUESTION 22: How would you descr ibe  your  c u r r e n t  consumption o f  
a lcoho l  i c  beverages? 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To ta l  
To ta l  abs ta i ne r  1 7 . 0 %  1 6 . 5 %  1 6 . 9 %  
Very l i g h t  d r i n k e r  45 .8% 4 0 . 9 %  44 .7% 
F a i r l y  1  i g h t  d r i n k e r  1 7 . 5 %  1 9 . 7 %  1 8 . 0 %  
Moderate d r i n k e r  1 8 . 0 %  1 9 . 7 5  1 8 . 4 %  
F a i r l y  heavy d r i n k e r  1 . 5 %  3 . 1 %  1 . 9 %  
Very heavy d r i n k e r  0 . 2 %  0 .0% 0 .2% 
To ta l  N 40 6 127 533 
QUESTION 23: Dur ing t he  pas t  year  have you ever  d r i v e n  a  motor  
v e h i c l e  a f t e r  d r i n k i n g  enough t h a t  you migh t  be considered l e g a l l y  
under the i n f l  uence? 
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To t a  1  
Once 
Twice 
3-5 t imes 
6-10 t imes 
11 -25 t imes 
26-250 t imes 
None 
To ta l  N 
QUESTION 24: Have you ever  been a r r e s t e d  f o r  drunk d r i v i n g ?  
Before A f t e r  
A p r i l  9 A p r i l  9 To t a  1  
Yes, once 
Yes, tw i ce  
Yes, t h ree  t imes 
No 
T o t a l  N 
